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Preface to Expanded and Revised Edition

My February 2010 book, "The Blevins Men of the Holston - Theoretical Structures of the
First Blevins Families of Tennessee", documented the results of many years of research
on the first Blevins families of Tennessee. The original printing of this book was limited
to 250 copies and copies are no longer available for distribution. Research, however, is
a never-ending process and one of the benefits of publication is that it often stimulates
discussion, invites challenges, and leads to new discoveries.
In the ten years since original publication, several new document discoveries have been
made, several pieces of new anecdotal or circumstantial evidence have been offered,
and several new Y-DNA test results have become available.
In December 2016, I issued an "Additions and Corrections Paper", presenting the new
information available up to that point along with revisions that needed to be made to the
original book. This paper was intended to serve as a supplement to the 2010 book; not
as a stand-alone document.
This "Expanded and Revised Edition" of "The Blevins Men of the Holston" captures all
information available to this point and is intended to serve as a completely stand-alone
document.
Major Expansions
The single, most significant expansion involves the addition of an additional early
Blevins man who settled in Holston River area. This man, who I call John Blevins the
Elder, was the patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. To fully tell his story,
relevant Virginia records have been added to his discussion and to the discussions and
stories of the other seven original Blevins Men of the Holston.
Other new information has been added to every single discussion found within the
original book. In some cases, this new information is only anecdotal in nature. In other
cases, it represents newly discovered documentary or recently reported scientific
evidence. All of this new information expands our understanding of these early men
and their families. As examples, the wives of both Colonel William Blevins and his son
Walter and a new group of Devil Will's grandchildren have been identified and proven.
Major Revisions
The most significant revisions made for this Edition are based on the above-mentioned
John Blevins the Elder. I had originally misidentified the early Holston references to a
man named John Blevins Senior and had attributed them to Jack Blevins. Likewise, I
had mistakenly attributed early references to a John Blevins Junior to Devil Will's proven

son John. I had also originally misidentified the patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins
clan as being named William Blevins; a man I mistakenly believed was one of two early
Virginia men so named. These mistakes required major revisions to the discussions of
all the early Blevins men and to the discussion on the Blevins longhunters.
The second significant revision involves the reassignment of a family group I had
originally assigned to an unproven son of Henry Blevins. Based on new Y-DNA
findings, I have reassigned this group of siblings to John Blevins, a proven son of Jack
Blevins. I had also assigned a wife named Elizabeth Blevins to the same unproven son
of Henry. Her War of 1812 pension application proves, however, that this Elizabeth was
the widow of Walter Blevins, a proven son of Colonel William Blevins.
Many other revisions have been made but they largely represent minor clarifications to
reported data, corrections to spellings, or adjustments of estimated dates.
Two of the discussion sections found in the original book - The Blevins Women of the
Holston and The Holston-Pittsylvania Connection - have been eliminated as all relevant
information has now been incorporated directly into other discussions. The original
discussion section titled The DNA Evidence has been greatly expanded and renamed
The Y-DNA Evidence to better reflect the specific nature of the testing involved.
Acknowledgements
Several researchers provided the additional and supplemental information used to make
the expansions and revisions contained within this document and their names are
generally cited throughout.
Special acknowledgment is due to Blevins researcher (and my fourth cousin, once
removed) Alton Blevins. Alton was the driving force behind convincing me to indentify
and include John Blevins the Elder as patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. His
extensive research into the Blevins groups of early New York and New England, of early
Goochland County, Virginia, and of the early Smith River area of southern Virginia are
gratefully acknowledged.
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Introduction

Prior to embarking on this research effort, I could only prove my roots back to my 4th
GGF, David Blevins. David was born between 1771 and 1780 and settled in the
Hiwassee District (Rhea and Meigs Counties) of Tennessee in 1821. A wealth of
evidence suggests that David came to Hiwassee from northeastern Tennessee and
from Sullivan County in particular. Consequently, I have a particular interest in the early
Blevins groups of the Holston River area.
There are several challenges associated with sorting these early Holston settlers into
distinct family groupings. The first problem is that, with the exception of deed books
and some tax lists, most of the early Sullivan County records were destroyed by fire
during the Civil War. The second problem is that the early Blevins families repeatedly
used the given names William and John (and to a lesser extent James and Dillon). The
third problem is that only a few family documents (Bible records, wills, correspondence,
etc.) have been discovered for the earliest Tennessee groups.
At the close of the American Revolution in 1783 there were at least eight different adult
Blevins men living in the Holston River area. Two of these men were named William,
two were named John, one was named James, one was named Henry, one was named
Abraham, and one was named Dillon. It is possible that there were additional adult
Blevins men in the area at the time but, if they were there, they left no evidence of their
presence.
The following discussions treat each of these eight original Blevins men of the Holston.
Five of these men (Colonel William Blevins, John Blevins the Elder, Dillon Blevins,
Henry Blevins, and Abraham Blevins) are treated separately. The other three men
(William “Devil Will” Blevins, John “Jack” Blevins, and James Blevins) are treated as a
collective group because their records are closely intertwined.
To the fullest extent possible, family structures are developed for each of these eight
original Blevins men including their first and second generation descendants. The
reader is cautioned that some of the familial groups presented herein represent my
theories only. I believe that many of these theories are based on enough factual
information that they could be considered genealogically proven. I consider some of the
family structures contained herein to be completely proven while others are based
solely on circumstantial evidence and are certainly subject to challenge.
I use the terms "proven", "almost-certain", "probable", "likely", and "possible" throughout
this document relative to the relationships presented. "Proven" simply means that I
consider the relationship to be proven according to all genealogical standards. "Almostcertain" means that I personally consider the relationship to be proven but recognize
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that others may take issue with that categorization. "Probable", "likely" and "possible"
simply reflect varying degrees of confidence in the relationship presented.
Following the individual profile discussions, sections covering The Blevins Longhunters
and The Y-DNA Evidence are provided followed by a Summary of Findings and Needed
Research. Finally, a Research Bibliography is provided.
Contributors
A number of individuals and organizations provided assistance and support in the
preparation of this document. Most of these individuals are named directly within the
text of this document.
The patience, professionalism, and support of the staffs at the public libraries and
courthouses in Blountville, Rogersville, and Elizabethton, Tennessee and at the
Archives of Appalachia of East Tennessee State University in Johnson City, Tennessee,
are gratefully acknowledged.
Thanks are due to Shelia Steel Hunt of the Sullivan County Archives and to Don
Farquhar of the Hawkins County Archives for their able assistance and contributions.
Thanks are also due to researcher Diana Williams of Dallas, Texas for her input and
assistance relative to the early Wallen families and to researcher Hubert Wayne Blevins
of West Lake Hills, Texas for his input and assistance and for his overall critical review
and comments.
Special thanks are due to researcher Ronald L. Blevins of West Point, Virginia and to
researcher B. B. Blevins, Grandview, Tennessee. Their encouragement, prior research,
critical reviews, and direct contributions to this document have been invaluable.
Special thanks are also due to researcher Wilma Smith of Blountville, Tennessee. Her
knowledge of the history and families of Sullivan County provided the facts and
perspective needed to connect many of the historical "dots". Her encouragement, prior
research, critical reviews, and many direct contributions have been invaluable and her
skepticism helped keep me honest throughout this effort.
Special thanks are also due to researcher Alton Blevins of the Great State of Texas.
His passion for our shared family history and his willingness to share his findings have
been invaluable to me.
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Colonel William Blevins

Although he is discussed first, Colonel William Blevins was the last of the early Blevins
men to arrive in the Holston area, permanently settling on his homestead in late 1782 or
early 1783. Unlike the other early Blevins men of the Holston who all settled on the
north side of the river, Colonel William lived on the south side of the river and his family
represents the entirety of the original south-of-Holston Blevins clan.
Like the other early Blevins men of the Holston, Colonel William hailed from what is now
Henry County, Virginia and like several of his north-of-Holston relatives, the Colonel left
significant documentary footprints in Virginia.
Colonel William was a son of William Blevins, Sr. (also known as Captain William
Blevins and William Blevins the Elder). William Blevins, Sr., along with his almostcertain brother John Blevins, Sr. (see discussion on John Blevins the Elder), were
among the earliest settlers of that part of Virginia.
The Virginia Records
The first mention of the man who would come to be known as Colonel William is found
within the 1767 First List of Tithables of Pittsylvania County. This list included "Captain
William Blevins" and "Little William Blevins". Both men were listed separately,
suggesting "Little William" was an adult at the time, living separately from his father.
Both men also appeared in two 1771 Pittsylvania land transactions in which the future
Colonel William bought land from George Lumpkin, and then sold it back (at a loss)
three months later:
May 10, 1771. INDENTURE Between George Lumpkin and Mary his wife of the Colony
of Virginia and the County of Pittsylvania and William Blevins the youngest son of
William Blevins the elder of said Colony. For £160 Current Money of Virginia - Land
lying and being in the County aforesaid...on the North side of Marrowbone Creek and
Bounded....containing 300 acres....signed George Lumpkin, Mary C. Lumpkin. 30 May
1771. Acknowledged by George Lumpkin and Mary, his wife, privately examined,
relinquished her Right of Dower. Ordered to be Recorded. [DB #2, page 156]
August 29, 1771. INDENTURE Between William Blevins Son of William Blevins and
Ann his wife of the County of Pittsylvania in the Colony of Virginia of the one part and
George Lumpkin of the County and Colony aforesaid of the other part. WITNEFSETH
that for £100 current money of the said Colony by the said George Lumpkin to the said
William Blevins Son of William Blevins in hand paid.... the said William Blevins, son
of William Blevins and Ann his wife have granted ...Land in the aforesaid County
situated on the East or North side of Marrowbone Creek... containing 300 acres more or
less. With all Appurtenances. Signed William Blevins Junr and Ann Blevins. 29
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August 1771, This deed was presented and "proved" by the oaths of the Witnesses
hereto and Ordered to be Recorded by the Court.
Wit: Robt Lumpkin, Wm Farris & John Wills. [DB #2, page 239]

In 1777, the year Henry County was formed from Pittsylvania, William Blevins was
appointed a Lieutenant in the Henry County Militia. John May, another Henry County
man, later stated in his Revolutionary War pension application (R7051) that he served in
the Henry County, Virginia militia company commanded by Captain James Shelton in
1777. May specifically named William Blevins as the Lieutenant within that Company.
May further stated that his Company marched from Henry County to the Long Island of
the Holston to participate in a July 1777 treaty with the Cherokee. It is very likely that
Lt. William Blevins (later to be known as Colonel William Blevins) gained his first
experience with the Holston area during this campaign.
In October of 1777, both William Blevins Jr. and William Blevins Sr. took the Virginia
Oath of Allegiance in Henry County. The 1778, 1779, and 1780 Henry County tax lists
included both William Blevins Sr. and William Blevins Jr.
The 1782 Henry County tax list included only one man named William Blevins who was
assessed for 1 white tithe, 10 slaves, and 6 animals. This William Blevins was almost
certainly Colonel William as his father would have probably been too old by 1782 to be
subject to taxation. It is also interesting to note that the earliest tax list from Sullivan
County, Tennessee (1796) showed that Colonel William Blevins still owned 10 slaves.
In 1782 and early 1783, the Henry County Court held sessions to hear and adjust
claims by citizens for property impressed or taken for “publick” service during the
Revolutionary War. On March 2, 1782, William Blevins claimed payment for 4 bushels
of corn provided for Colonel Lee's legion of horses. It is unclear if this William Blevins
was the father or the son.
On May 24, 1782, William Blevins, Jr. claimed £9 and William Blevins, Sr. claimed 45
shillings for guns impressed for the company of militia commanded by Captain David
Lanier on his march to join General Green.
On November 15, 1782, William Blevins, Sr. claimed £200 for a smooth-bore gun
impressed for the Henry County Militia when it was ordered to join General Green. This
claim is particularly noteworthy in both the value and description of the ordnance
involved. A smooth-bore gun worth £200 suggests not a musket or a rifle but a cannon.
William Blevins, Sr. owning his own cannon suggests both wealth and the possibility
that "Captain" William Blevins also held a position of authority within the Henry County
Militia.
Finally, on February 27, 1783, a man named Daniel Ramey filed a claim for 24 pounds
of bacon he had furnished to William Blevins for the Henry County Militia by order of
Colonel Penn. Again, it is not clear if this William Blevins was the father or the son, but
this record further supports the contention that William Blevins held a position of
authority within the Henry County Militia.
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The Holston Records
Colonel William Blevins is perhaps the most referenced but least understood of the
early Blevins men of the Holston.
How or when he took the title “Colonel” is unknown but none of the extant military
records of the time mentions a Colonel Blevins. As discussed above, he almost
certainly served as a Lieutenant during the Revolutionary War and he may have been
the "Capt. Wm. Blivins" listed among the "Civil Officers for County of Sullivan" in a 1935
paper on the State of Franklin by the North Carolina Archivist Robert T. Quarles. The
only known mentions of his "Colonel" title are in six recorded Sullivan County
indentures:
22 Mar 1802 - Lucy Boiling of Hawkins Co. Tn. to William Blevins, the son of Colonel
Blevins of Hawkins Co.[sic], a negro man the name of Sam for $333.33 cents. [Sullivan
TN DB #4, page 668]
18 Oct 1805 - This indenture made the 18th of October in the year of our Lord 1805
between James Blevins, Walter Blevins, Sarah Blevins, Milly Blevins and Clary
Blevins, descendents from and heirs and [change from abstract, see note] John
Blevins, son of John Blevins heir by marriage of William Blevins, commonly called
Colonel, late of Sullivan Co dec’d, to John Blevins, son of William Blevins dec’d, for
$300 dollars, $50 dollars to each of them, their undivided shares in the land belonging to
the estate now in possession of Ann Blevins widow of the said William Blevins dec’d.
The same James, Walter, Sally, Milly and Clary Blevins and John Blevins son of John
Blevins have set their hand and seals. [Sullivan TN DB #4, page 664]
[Note: This abstract, transcribed from the original handwritten 1805 indenture recording, has been in
general circulation for many years and has long mislead Blevins researchers. Lines 2, 3, and 4 of the
handwritten recorded indenture read as follows: “James Blevins, Walter Blevins, Sarah Blevins, Milly
Blevins & Clary Blevins, descendants from & heirs of John Blevins son of John heir by marriage, of
William Blevins …” , which literally means that the five people named were the children (or heirs) of John
Blevins, who was himself the son of another man named John Blevins.
Although the abstract is faithful to the recording, I am convinced that the Sullivan County Clerk introduced
a small error when copying the original indenture: he misread an ampersand (meaning “and”) between
the phrase “descendants from & heirs” and the name “John Blevins”, and instead inserted the word “of”.
This small error resulted in a huge error in interpretation.
Old documents are filled with ampersands, generally as some form of the symbol “+”. This form of
ampersand, when written in cursive hand, can easily be mistaken for the word “of”. Lines 9 and 10 of the
recorded indenture basically paraphrase lines 2, 3, and 4 as follows: “James, Walter, Sally, Milly & Clary
Blevins, descendants & heirs & John Blevins son of John heir by marriage as aforesaid…”. This version
literally means that the five people named were the children (or heirs) of William Blevins, not of John
Blevins. This part of the indenture was not included in the published abstracts but I believe it portrays the
correct relationships.
The word “of” makes no sense legally or historically in this context. Legally speaking, James, Walter, and
others could not be called heirs of John Blevins unless John Blevins had also died. Under common
probate law of the time (and under many contemporary probate statutes), grandchildren had no
inheritance rights to a grandfather’s estate unless their parents had predeceased the grandfather (both
John and his wife Elizabeth were still alive at the time). Consider also the language found in the 1813
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Morrell indenture (shown below), which provides a list of descendant heirs, followed by two heirs by
marriage, all separated by the word “and”. - RPB]
26 Sep 1806 - William Blevins, son of William commonly called Colonal [sic Colonel],
to John Blevins, son of same, both heirs of the said William Blevins, for $100 dollars,
assigns all the claims he has to the land formerly the property of the aforesaid William
Blevins Colonal [sic] now dec’d. [Sullivan TN DB #4, page 792]
2 Jan 1812 - Indenture made 2 Jan 1812 between Gatewood Blevins, descended from
and heir of William Blevins, commonly called Colonel late of Sullivan Co. dec’d on the
one part and John Blevins, son of said William Blevins dec’d on the other part. The said
Gatewood Blevins...for $50.00 relinquishes to the said John Blevins all of his undivided
share in the land belonging to the estate now in possession of Ann Blevins, widow of
said William Blevins deceased. [Sullivan TN DB #6, page 220]
7 May 1813 - DEED OF WARRANTY This Indenture made this seventh day of May in the
Year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and thirteen between William Morrell,
Jonathan Morrell, Nathan Morrell, Caleb Morrell, Martha Morrell, descendants from and
heirs and John Blevins son of William Blevins commonly called Colonel another heir
by marriage and Samuel Millard another heir by marriage of Jonathan Morrell, deceased
of Sullivan County and State of Tennessee on the one part and William Odell of the other
part….. [Sullivan TN DB #6, page 321]
23 Jan 1818 - James Loveless [sic] and Nancy Loveless [sic] his wife, decendent [sic]
heir of William Blevins commonly called Colonel late of Sullivan Co dec’d, to John
Blevins, son of the said William Blevins, for $50, all of our undivided share in and of the
land belonging to the estate now in possession of Anne Blevins widow of the said
William Blevins dec’d. [Sullivan TN DB #7, page 311]

The above indentures provide several significant pieces of information about Colonel
William Blevins and his family:








Colonel William left a widow named Ann (or Anne). Ann was in “possession” of “undivided”
land belonging to the Colonel’s estate. This “undivided” land almost certainly represented her
widow’s dower that, upon her death, would be divided and distributed to the estate’s heirs.
Colonel William had a son named John who apparently took steps in 1805, 1806, 1812, and
1818 to buy the rights to the undivided lands of his father’s estate from other heirs. Later deeds
show that John used the middle initial “R”.
Colonel William’s son John was an heir by marriage of Jonathan Morrell. Later deeds show that
John was married to Ruth Morrell, the daughter of Jonathan.
Colonel William also had a son named William. Later deeds show that William was married to
Polly Cawood and that he, like his brother John, later used the middle initial “R”.
Colonel William had a descendant heir named Nancy who was married to James Lovelace.
Other Sullivan and Carter County records prove that Nancy was a Blevins. Nancy was almost
certainly one of the Colonel’s daughters. Nancy was apparently first married to a man named
Brown as her January 1816 Carter County marriage record to James Lovelace listed her name
as Nancy Ann Brown.
Colonel William had descendant heirs named James Blevins, Walter Blevins, Sarah Blevins,
Milly Blevins, Clary Blevins, and Gatewood Blevins. These heirs were almost certainly the
Colonel’s children. The 1830 Sullivan County census showed that James also used the middle
initial "R".
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Colonel William had an heir by marriage named John Blevins. Later deeds show that this John
Blevins was married to Elizabeth Blevins who was almost certainly one of the Colonel’s
daughters. This John Blevins was the son of another man named John Blevins who, as shown
by other records, was also known as "Jack" (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James
Blevins).

The 1805, 1806, 1812, and 1818 Colonel William Indentures identified 11 different heirs
by name: James Blevins, Walter Blevins, Sarah Blevins, Milly Blevins, Clary Blevins,
John Blevins (heir by marriage), John Blevins (son of Colonel William), William Blevins
(son of Colonel William), Gatewood Blevins, James Lovelace, and Nancy (Blevins)
Lovelace. Each of these 11 individuals also signed, was named within, or later
acknowledged a November 25, 1818 indenture associated with the sale of 200 acres on
Iron Mountain (abstract follows).
25 Nov 1818 - DEED OF WARRANTY This Indenture made and entered into this 20th
day of November, One Thousand Eight Hundred and Eighteen by and between William
Blevins, James Blevins, John Blevins, John Blevins Jr and Gatewood Blevins, Wanters
[sic Walter] Blevins, Sarah Blevins, Clary Blevins, Pattsey Blevins, Elizabeth Blevins,
John Cawood & wife Happy Cawood, James Lovelace & wife Nancy of the one part and
William Mackey and Joseph Rhea of the County of Sullivan and State of Tennessee of
the other part. Witnesseth that the said William Blevins & James Blevins, John Blevins &
John Blevins Snr & Gatewood Blevins, Wanters Blevins, Sarah Blevins, & Clary Blevins,
Patsey Blevins, Elizabeth Blevins, John Cawood & Happy Cawood, James Lovelace and
Nancy Lovelace for and in consideration of the sum of two Hundred dollars to them sold
and delivered unto the said William Mackey And Joseph Rhea their Heirs, Executors,
administrators and assigns all that tract or parcel of land containing Two Hundred Never
more or less lying and in the County of Sullivan and State of Tennessee on the top of the
Iron Mountain… [Sullivan TN DB #9, page 188]

The land covered by the above indenture is the same parcel of land granted by North
Carolina to a William Blevins on November 17, 1796 (Land Grant #707, Sullivan TN DB
#3, page 139). Although no mention of "Colonel" William Blevins is made within this
indenture, the duplication of names in the above and the early “Colonel” indentures
clearly shows that this was the Colonel’s family. As such, it is reasonable to conclude
that the William Blevins who received the Iron Mountain land grant in 1796 was, in fact,
Colonel William Blevins.
Also missing from the Iron Mountain indenture are the descriptors “John, son of John”
and “John, son of William”. Instead, the two men named John are differentiated by the
descriptors Sr. and Jr. In this case, the terms “Sr. and Jr.” did not mean “father and
son” but were used to differentiate an older from a younger man of the same name.
(John, son of John was about 8 years older than John, son of Colonel William.)
The Iron Mountain Indenture also included six people who had not been mentioned in
the earlier “Colonel William” indentures. These six were Elizabeth Blevins, John
Cawood, Happy Cawood, Patsy Blevins, Henry Blevins, and Catherine Blevins.
An official private examination performed for, and recorded with, the Iron Mountain
indenture proves that Elizabeth Blevins was the wife of John Blevins (the “heir by
marriage” named in the 1805 Indenture). As such, Elizabeth was almost certainly a
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daughter of Colonel William Blevins. Another official private examination proves that
Happy Cawood was formerly Happy Blevins and was married to John Cawood of
Sullivan County. Happy Blevins Cawood was therefore almost certainly another
daughter of Colonel William Blevins making John Cawood another heir by marriage.
Happy’s given name is believed by many researchers to have actually been Abigail.
Patsy Blevins acknowledged signing the indenture under oath rather than by official
private examination. This affirmation technique suggests that Patsy was an unmarried
woman at the time. Patsy was almost certainly a daughter of Colonel William Blevins
and other records show that she later married Caleb Morrell. Later census records
suggest that her given name was actually Martha.
Another official private examination - and several other records of the day - prove that
Catherine Blevins was the wife of Henry Blevins of Hawkins County. Some researchers
have concluded from this indenture that Henry Blevins was a son of Colonel William
Blevins and some believe that Catherine Blevins was a Wallen (Walden). I consider
both of these theories to be highly improbable.
Henry Blevins was born about 1752 (according to his obituary) and that would make him
about 20 years older than any of the Colonel’s other children. Two proven sons
(William and John) and three almost-certain sons (James, Walter, and Gatewood)
signed the Iron Mountain indenture yet none of their wives signed it. As such, if Henry
had been the Colonel’s son, there would have been no compelling reason for Catherine
to sign the indenture. A far more likely scenario is that Catherine was a daughter of
Colonel William and that Henry Blevins was yet another heir by marriage of the Colonel.
If Catherine was indeed the Colonel’s daughter, she was one of three sisters who
married Blevins men. As already discussed, Elizabeth Blevins married John Blevins
and a later record will show that Clary Blevins married a man named Matthew Blevins.
One of the Colonel's almost-certain sons, James R. Blevins, apparently married a
Blevins woman (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
A September 6, 1823 Sullivan County record reads as follows:
John Cawood and Happy Cawood his wife, decendant [sic] heirs [sic] of William Blevins
dec’d and Nancy Blevins his wife by marriage, to John Blevins, all of Sullivan Co, for
$120 dollars, relinquish forever all of our undivided share or moiety in and of 312 acres of
land belonging to William Blevins dec’d late of Sullivan Co, part of the plantation
whereon the said John R Blevins now lives, on the south side of Holston river. We do
relinquish and set over all our right, title, claim and interest on 24 acres of land. [Sullivan
TN DB #10A, page 25]

Although this indenture also did not use the descriptor “Colonel” relative to the
deceased William Blevins, it basically mirrored the 1805, 1806, 1812, and 1818
indentures in which John (son of Colonel William) attempted to acquire the inheritance
rights of his siblings. The conventional wisdom has long held that it was Colonel
William Blevins who, on August 9, 1787, was granted 312 acres on the south side of the
Holston (Land Grant #383, Sullivan TN DB #1, page 244) (See map of Holston Land
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Grants in discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins). The language in this
indenture basically proves that assumption. This indenture also represents proof that
the Colonel’s son John used the middle initial “R”.
A significant gem offered by this indenture is the specification of “24 acres of land” as
the “right, title, claim and interest” of John and Happy Cawood. Twenty-four acres
represents exactly 1/13th of the 312 acres of land, strongly suggesting that the land was
to have been equally divided among 13 different heirs. As will be shown later, the
theoretical family of Colonel William Blevins included exactly 13 children.
Finally, this indenture suggests that the Colonel’s widow was named “Nancy” while the
early indentures referred to her as “Ann”. This is not a contradiction because Nancy
was frequently used as a nickname for Ann.
On December 15, 1826, a suit filed by Milly Blevins in the Hawkins County, TN
Chancery Court was settled as follows:
Milly Blevins, Comp’t vs Wm R. Blevins, Sarah Blevins, Catherine Blevins, Henry
Blevins, James Blevins, John Cawood, His wife Happy, John Blevins, His wife Betsy,
Matthew Blevins, His wife Clara, Walter Blevins, Gatewood Blevins, James Lovelass
[sic], His wife Nancy, Caleb Morrell, His wife Patsey, Respondent
…the said Milly Blevins is Plaintiff and the said William R. Blevins is Defendant after
hearing the parties and examining the evidence on both sides do award and say that the
said William R. Blevins do pay the said Milly Blevins $29.50 in full of her fathers estate
not barring her from any claim she may not have on her mothers death to any
property now in her said mother’s hands and that the legal cost which may have
accrued on the said suit be equally divided between the parties…

The above 1826 court case contains the exact same list of individuals associated with
the 1818 Iron Mountain indenture with the notable exception of John R. Blevins, son of
Colonel William Blevins. Two additional names – Matthew Blevins and Caleb Morrell appear in this court case as the spouses of Clara (Clarey) and Patsy (Patsey) Blevins.
This case also provides confirmation that the Colonel’s son William used the middle
initial “R” and that the Colonel’s widow was still alive at the end of 1826.
Although Milly won the 1826 case, she had been ordered to pay half of the legal costs
associated with the suit. In November of 1827, the losing parties filed a counter suit in
the Hawkins County, TN Chancery Court against Milly and her securities to recover her
half of the costs, which amounted to $42.92 ½ :
William R., Sarah, Henry & Catherine, James, John Blevins, John & Happy
[Cawood], John & Betsy, Matthew & Clara, Walter and Gatewood Blevins, James &
Nancy Lovelass [sic], Caleb & Patsy Morell vs Milly (alias) Nelly and Preston Blevins
and James B. Cawood
In this cause it appearing to the the satisfaction of the court that heretofore the said
Preston Blevins and James B. Cawood entered into bond as security of the said Milly
alias Nelly Blevins for the prosecution of a suit in this court against the said Wm., Sarah,
Henry, Catherine, James and John Blevins, John and Happy Cawood, John and Nancy
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[sic], Matthew and Clara, Walter, and Gatewood Blevins, James and Nancy Lovelass
[sic], Caleb and Patsy Morell and it also appearing that at the November Term 1827 of
this court said case was heard and finally determined and it among other things that the
parties respectively pay the one-half of the costs of said suit which costs amount to the
sum of $42.92 ½ wherefore on motion of James P. Taylor, Esquire, it is considered by
the court that the said plaintiffs recover of this Milly alias Nelly Blevins, Preston Blevins
and James B. Cawood the aforesaid sum of $42.92 ½ according to the writ of Scire
Facias issued and made known to them and also the costs and charges by said Plaintiff
in this behalf expended for which execution may issue.

The above 1827 case provides the new information that Milly Blevins was also known
as Nelly Blevins. This case also introduced Preston Blevins who had apparently
provided a security bond for Milly’s original suit. Preston’s relationship to this group is
unproven although he was listed in the 1830 Hawkins County census as being between
30 and 40 years old and living next to Henry Blevins. I believe that Preston was
probably the son of Henry and Catherine Blevins (see discussion on Henry Blevins).
Exactly when the Colonel first settled in the Holston Area is unclear as is his date and
place of birth. Records prove that a William Blevins settled in the Holston area as early
as 1770, but this William was a different man (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and
James Blevins). Assuming the Colonel’s first and only settlement was on land south of
the Holston, he probably did not arrive there until after 1778 as no Blevins names
appeared on the 1778 Washington County, NC tax list.
Examination of the Colonel's land grants can give clues as to when he first settled in the
Holston area. As previously discussed, his actual homestead was on a 312-acre parcel
on the south side of the Holston River. This land was granted by North Carolina on
August 9, 1787 (Land Grant #383, Sullivan TN DB #1, page 244). He also owned a
200-acre parcel of land on Iron Mountain granted by North Carolina on November 17,
1796 (Land Grant #707, Sullivan TN DB #3, page 139). He almost certainly owned a
third parcel of land.
This third parcel included 92 acres on the south side of the Holston River. It was
granted to a man named William Blevins on the same day as the Iron Mountain Grant
(November 17, 1796), and was designated as Land Grant #706 (the Iron Mountain
Grant was #707). According to researcher and cartographer W. Dale Carter, this parcel
was located about one mile downriver from Colonel William's 312-acre homestead. The
original entry for this land was made on January 2, 1779 and the land was surveyed on
March 8, 1796.
This 92-acre grant was never officially recorded in the Sullivan County deed records so
the identity of the William Blevins involved is not immediately clear. Given, however,
the sequential numbering of this and the Iron Mountain grant (#706 and #707), the fact
that both were issued on the same day, and the fact that both of Colonel William's other
grants were on the south side of the river, there is little doubt that this represented
additional land obtained by Colonel William Blevins.
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It is unclear why Grant #706 was never officially recorded at the Sullivan County
Courthouse but on September 19, 1815, the land in question was sold by a man named
William Blevins.
19 Sep 1815 - William Blevins to Jonathan Morrel, both of Sullivan Co., 92 acres in
Sullivan County on the south side of Holston River. Begin at the mouth of a branch on
the river at William Odels beginning, then S58 E116 poles to a corner of said Odels, N45
E99 poles, N20 W112 poles to the bank of said river, with the meanders of the same to
the beginning. [Sullivan TN DB #7, page 70]

As this sale took place about 10 years after the death of Colonel William Blevins, it is
reasonable to assume that the William mentioned in the above indenture was the
Colonel's oldest son, William R. Blevins. Apparently, William R. Blevins had acquired
this parcel as an unrecorded transfer prior to his father's death or via an unrecorded
agreement amongst the Colonel's other heirs.
Regardless of how this parcel was acquired and transferred, the original land entry date
of January 2, 1779 provides an additional clue relative to the Colonel's Holston-area
arrival date. It should be noted that a man would often scout an area and make land
entries prior to relocating his entire household to the new environs.
Another source of evidence regarding the time of the Colonel’s move and his place of
origin is the 1850 census. William R. Blevins, a proven son of Colonel William, survived
for the 1850 census in which he indicated that he was born about 1774 in Virginia. John
R. Blevins, another proven son (born 1778 per Morrell family Bible), did not survive for
the 1850 census, but several other siblings did. In 1850, Milly Blevins indicated she
was born about 1771 in Virginia and Happy Blevins Caywood indicated she was born
about 1776 in Virginia. It should be noted that Colonel William's land holdings were all
south of the Holston River, an area never considered to be a part of Virginia.
In the 1850 census, Catherine Blevins, Clary Blevins, Gatewood Blevins, and Patsy
Blevins Morrell indicated Tennessee births in the years 1775, 1783, 1790, and 1796,
respectively. Catherine’s specification of a 1775 TN birth was almost certainly incorrect
as it conflicts with Happy’s 1776 VA birth.
Catherine’s birth year is subject to controversy. The 1850 census indicated an age of
75, suggesting a birth year of 1775. However, she listed her age as 77 and 79 on
Revolutionary War Widow’s pension statements made in the years 1848 and 1850,
respectively, suggesting a birth year of 1771. In the 1830 census, the Henry Blevins
household included a woman in the 40 to 50 year age bracket (suggesting Catherine
was born between 1780 and 1790). In the 1840 census, the Henry Blevins household
included a woman in the 70 to 80 year age bracket (suggesting Catherine was born
between 1760 and 1770). Catherine reported her date of marriage as being September
1786, which would support a birth year closer to 1770 than to 1775. Given the
inconsistency of Catherine’s reported date of birth, I would tend to question her reported
place of birth.
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These census records confirm that the Colonel was originally from Virginia and the
records suggest that he had moved to the Holston area by 1783. He may have visited
the area as early as 1777 (on militia duty) and he almost certainly visited in early 1779
when he recorded land entries. Records suggest that he was still present in Henry
County, VA up to, and including the middle of 1782. His permanent settlement on the
Holston was probably not made until late 1782 or early 1783.
There is one piece of information that suggests an earlier Holston area arrival for
Colonel William. In 1970, Mrs. Muriel Spaden wrote an article entitled “Blevins
Plantation” for a publication on the Historical Sites of Sullivan County. Following are
excerpts from the Spaden article:
The Blevins home is located on the south side of the Holston River on a slight rise above
Cawood’s Ford on the Stoney Hollow Road….the present structure is known to have
been occupied around 1820…John M. Blevins, whom we know lived in this house,
always said his grandfather, along with John Sevier “homesteaded this land from the
Indians.”

The location identified for the Blevins home is perfectly consistent with the location of
Colonel William’s 1787 312-acre land grant and John M. Blevins is a proven grandson
of the Colonel. The John M. Blevins quotation about John Sevier, however, raises an
interesting possibility in that it suggests that Colonel William and Sevier were
acquainted with one another and settled the area at about the same time.
It is known that in about 1773, John Sevier settled on land on the north side of the
Holston River just east of the Hazel Lands (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and
James Blevins) and north of the Colonel’s 312-acre grant on the south side of the river.
It is also known that Sevier left this land and moved to the Watauga area near presentday Elizabethton by about 1776. This timeline, coupled with the John M. Blevins
quotation, suggests that Colonel William settled in the area sometime between 1773
and 1776.
John Sevier was one of the commanding Colonels at the Battle of Kings Mountain, he
was the Governor of the failed State of Franklin, and he was the first Governor of the
State of Tennessee. It would be natural for a local family to be proud of some tie to the
famous John Sevier and John M. Blevins may have simply embellished his family’s
connection based on the proximity of the lands settled. It is also possible that John M.
Blevins was referring to a different man named John Sevier. It is also possible that
John M. Blevins never uttered those words at all and the “quotation” may simply
represent the musing of a later descendant.
Other evidence will show that John Sevier was actually acquainted with the Blevins men
who settled on the north side of the Holston (see discussions on Devil Will, Jack, and
James Blevins and on The Blevins Longhunters). I believe that the above Sevier –
Colonel William connection was an assumption made by later generations and is not
supported by the facts. I continue to believe that Colonel William Blevins made his
permanent Holston-area settlement sometime in late 1782 or early 1783.
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Determining the Colonel's birth year is equally difficult. Both the 1796 and 1797 Sullivan
County, TN tax lists included a man named William Blevens with 312 acres, 10 black
polls, and no white polls. Based on the assessed acreage, William Blevens was almost
certainly Colonel William Blevins. The fact that the Colonel was not assessed a white
poll in those years would suggest that he was over the age of 50 by 1796. This would
suggest that the Colonel was born prior to 1746 unless he was qualified for an
exemption due to infirmary. A 1758 Halifax Militia record suggests that he was born
after 1740. The 1767 Pittsylvania County, VA tax list also suggests he was born prior to
1746. A Henry County Militia record suggests that he was born prior to 1756 and Henry
County land records suggest that he was born prior to 1751. I believe the Colonel was
born about 1745. He died intestate prior to October 18, 1805.
A Sullivan County tradition holds that the Colonel and a man named Andrew McGarry
were both killed by an Indian on a Holston River sand bar. It must be noted that this
story is based on tradition only and no supportive documentary evidence is known to
exist. It should also be noted that researcher Wilma Smith, a descendant of Colonel
William and a McGarry by birth, questions the veracity of this tradition.
The Wife of Colonel William Blevins
Numerous deeds and court records prove that Colonel William was married to a woman
named Ann. The conventional wisdom had, for many years, mistakenly held that Ann's
surname was Morrell. Thanks to information provided by researcher Ernie Perry, it
appears certain that Ann's real family name was Dunn.
The May 20, 1800 Last Will and Testament of a man named Waters Dunn was recorded
on April 12, 1803 in Columbia County, Georgia (Will Book A, page 170) and reads as
follows:
Waters Dunn being weak in body but of Sound sencess [sic] do make this my last will
disallowing all others heretofore made and first of all I will my soul to almighty God as he
through his mercy gave it me if his graciousness will please to receive it and as for the
worldly goods he was pleased to bestow on me I dispose of to (wit) --First of all – I lend my wife Ann three Negros (to wit, Jansey, Silvia & Winny and all
moveable estate during her natural life and so that their be noe [sic] waste made in case
their [sic] should appear of waste by marriage or any other way that then She Shall give
Security for the above but to remain in posesion [sic] her life and after her desease [sic]
to return to my Estate -Secondly I give my daughter Ann Blevin [sic] twenty Shillings as a bane of any more.
Thirdly I give all the remainder of my estate lying in part whatsoever to be equally divided
amongst my children (to wit) Milacent, Waters, Richard, Sarah, Elizabeth, Gatewood,
Catey, Happy, William and Clary and lastly will is that their shall be noe debts paid by
accts. by the single oath of the creditor other than my books will appear. I do hereby
constitute and appoint my son Waters, Richard, Gatewood & William Dunn my Executors
to this my last will & testament this 20th May 1800.
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According to additional information provided by Dr. Perry, Waters Dunn was born about
1725 in Essex County, Virginia where he was married to a woman named Sarah
Gatewood. Waters and his family moved to Halifax County, Virginia by about 1763 and
eventually moved on to Georgia. Sarah Gatewood Dunn apparently died in Georgia
and, in 1786, Waters was remarried to a woman named Ann Ferguson.
The above Will provides compelling evidence that Colonel William's wife was named
Ann Dunn. As shown, Waters Dunn had a daughter named Ann "Blevin". Additionally,
and perhaps more significantly, the names of Dunn's children - Ann, "Milacent", Waters,
Richard, Sarah, Elizabeth, Gatewood, Catey, Happy, William, and Clary - almost
perfectly match the names used by Colonel William and Ann for their own children.
The only significant differences found within the two naming conventions is that Waters
Dunn named one of his 11 children "Richard" and another son "Waters". The Colonel
did not have a known son Richard but it is interesting to note that his sons William,
John, and James all used the middle initial "R" later in life. The Colonel also did not use
the given name "Waters" but he did have a son named "Walter". It is interesting to note
that the name "Wanters" was used instead of "Walter" within the 1818 Iron Mountain
deed. The Colonel had two more proven children than did Waters Dunn and, given that
there was no son named Richard, he used three additional names: John, James, and
Martha. The names John and James may have been given in honor of two of the
Colonel's uncles: John Blevins the Elder and James Blevins the Elder.
As the Colonel's wife Ann is believed to have been born in 1756 (see below), Waters
Dunn would have been about the right age, and certainly within the right generation, to
have been her father. As mentioned above, in 1763, Waters Dunn lived in what was
then Halifax, County, VA. Additionally, it is known that Waters Dunn's daughter
Millicent (Ann's sister) was married to a man named William Shatterwhite. There are
numerous records that show associations between William Shatterwhite, William
Blevins, Sr., John Blevins, Sr., and James Blevins between 1758 and 1771. Clearly,
there was ample opportunity for the young William Blevins, Jr. and the even younger
Ann Dunn to become acquainted with one another.
Finally, Colonel William had a grandson named William D. Blevins (son of John R. and
Ruth Morrell Blevins). There is a long-standing tradition among Sullivan County
researchers that this middle-initial "D" stood for "Dunn". I have been unable to
document the source of this tradition but it certainly predates the discovery of the
Waters Dunn information.
Based on the age of her last child and the 1826 Hawkins court record, I would estimate
that the Colonel’s wife Ann was born sometime after 1750 and died sometime after
December 1826. A hand-carved stone in the Shipley cemetery located on the Colonel's
original land grant reads: "A. Blevins born Oct 30 1756". Many local family members
believe it to be the marker for the Colonel’s wife Ann. The stone does not show a
readable death date.
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Theoretical Family of Colonel William Blevins
The following table provides a theoretical structure for the family of Colonel William
Blevins. The names of the 13 children listed are based on the previously discussed
deeds and indentures. The names of the children’s spouses are based on a mix of
indenture, court, pension, and census records. The approximate birth years of the listed
children are primarily based on census and other records but some are estimated based
on when they were first legally entitled to sign documents. Although the table
represents theory on my part, I believe it represents a sound and reasonable
interpretation of the available data.
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Theoretical Family
of
Colonel William Blevins (about 1745 - 1805)
and his wife Ann Dunn (about 1756 - After 1826)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

Catherine Blevins
Milly “Nelly” Blevins
William R. Blevins

~1771
1772
1774

Henry Blevins
Unknown
Mary “Polly” Cawood

See discussion on Henry Blevins
Unknown
Sarah (1795), John L. (1796),
James L. (1801), Armstead
(1802), Napoleon Bonaparte
(1804), William C. (1806),
Elizabeth (1810), & Rebecca
(1812) Blevins
Allen Gatewood (1802) &
Alexander (1827) Cawood
Unknown
William Dunn (1799) & John
Morrell (1810) Blevins
See discussion on Devil Will, Jack,
and James Blevins
See Discussion on Devil Will,
Jack, and James Blevins
See discussion on Devil Will, Jack,
and James Blevins
Martha (1815) & Alfred C. (1824)
Blevins (plus as many as 2
unknown sons & 5 unknown
daughters based on 1830 census)
Gatewood (1817), George
Washington (1815), William
(1822), James (1827), Eliza
(1829), Patsey (1831), & Peter
(1832) Blevins
Susan Sarah (1839), Elizabeth
(1840), Lucinda (1841), John
(1843), & David (1846) Blevins
Unknown
Permanus (1818), William (1820),
Armstead (1824), James (1825),
Jeremiah (1828), Elbert (1830),
Andrew (1831), Sarah Ann (1833),
Leander (1834) & Amanda (1837)
Lovelace
John (1817), Daniel (1824),
William R. (1825), Thomas (1826),
Nathan (1828), James (1829),
Jonathan (1831), George (1833),
Caleb (1835), & Elkanah (1838)
Morrell

Abigail “Happy” Blevins
Sarah “Sally” Blevins
John R. Blevins

1776

John Cawood

~1777
1778

Unknown
Ruth Morrell

Elizabeth “Betsy” Blevins

1780

John Blevins

James R. Blevins

1781

Sally Blevins

Clara “Clary” Blevins

1783

Matthew Blevins

Walter Blevins

1785

Elizabeth Hinkle

Gatewood Blevins

1790

Unknown

Catherine Hughes

Nancy Ann Blevins

1794

Unknown Brown
James Lovelace

Martha D. “Patsy” Blevins

1796

Caleb Morrell
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John Blevins the Elder

John Blevins the Elder was born about 1718, probably in, what is today, Washington
County, Rhode Island. He was almost certainly the second-born son of James "Bliven"
(before 1688 - after 1745) and Margery Tosh (about 1689 - before 1743). While still in
his early teens, John's family left Rhode Island and, by 1733, had briefly settled in the
area around what is now Frederick County, Maryland. It was there that John's older
sister, Mary Blevins (about 1714 - 1757), very likely met and married Elisha Wallen, Sr.
(1708 - 1785).
By August of 1736, John and all or most of his immediate family settled in what was
then Goochland (now Cumberland) County, Virginia. By 1747 or 1748, John moved
(with, or to join most of his immediate family) to what was then Lunenburg (now Henry)
County, Virginia. By the early-to-mid 1770s, John made his final move (with, or to join
most of his children) to what was then Washington County, North Carolina (now Sullivan
County, Tennessee). John Blevins the Elder died in Sullivan County, Tennessee
sometime after 1785 and before 1797.
The objective of this discussion is not to provide the evidence or proofs relative to
John's parents, his siblings, or even his earliest migrations. Noted Blevins researcher
(and my 4th cousin, once removed) Alton Blevins has conducted a massive amount of
research on the very early years of John's immediate family group and I will leave the
presentation and discussion of most of that work for another time, and perhaps to
another author. The objective of this discussion is also not to sort out all of the Blevins
men and their families who left a large number of documents and other footprints in
what is now Henry County, Virginia and the surrounding areas. Many other
researchers, including Alton Blevins, have devoted years of (as yet, unpublished) study
to that area. I will, again, leave the presentation and discussion of most of that work for
another time, and perhaps to other authors.
The sole objectives of this study are to document and prove that the John Blevins of
Goochland, the early John Blevins, Sr. of Lunenburg, and the early John Blevins, Sr. of
the Holston were one and the same man and that this man was the father of the other
Blevins men who settled on the north side of the Holston River.
I have assigned the name John Blevins the Elder to this man because John was an
exceedingly common given name among the early Blevins men of Virginia and
Tennessee and the terms Senior and Junior are almost always transitory over time or
are inconsistently applied. A man named John Blevins, Jr., for example, could have
been called John Blevins, Sr. or simply John Blevins in later years or in different
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circumstances. Sometimes the terms didn't refer to a father and his son but to the older
and younger of two, not necessarily related, men of the same name.
To my knowledge, no official record exists that contains "the Elder" as a suffix for this
man but I choose it to avoid the "Junior and Senior" pitfalls and to establish a
generational parity with his almost-certain brother, Captain William Blevins, who was
also known as William Blevins the Elder (see the discussion on Colonel William
Blevins). I have also assigned "the Elder" suffix to John's other, almost-certain brothers,
Daniel and James for the same reasons.
The Virginia Records
The earliest known Virginia record of a man named John Blevins dates to August 1736
in Goochland County, Virginia when he, William Dillon, Jr., and Rachel Dillon were
witnesses for William Lawless of Henrico County, Virginia in his lawsuit against Hugh
Boston. Each was paid 60 pounds of tobacco for their 2 days of court attendance. It
should be noted that, at the time, males aged 16 years or older were permitted to act as
sworn witnesses.
On September 22, 1739, John "Blevin" obtained a grant for a 300 acre tract in
Goochland (now Cumberland) County, Virginia (Virginia Land Patent Book 18 pages
368-369). His land was "situated on the branches of Turkey Cock Run of Willis River"
and adjoined John Cunningham and Thomas Carter.
On May 14, 1745, James "Bleavin" Senior of Brunswick County, Virginia sold the 295
acre tract situated on both sides of Muddy Creek in Goochland he had obtained by
patent on August 15, 1737. This James "Bleavin" Senior was almost certainly the father
of John "Blevings" who was one of the witnesses on this transfer. This record carries
significance in two major ways. First, the specification of "Brunswick County", Virginia
proves that at least some Blevins men had removed from Goochland to southwestern
Virginia by the middle of 1745 (Brunswick County was formed in 1732 and was the
mother County of Lunenburg County). The second, and perhaps more significant
aspect of this transfer deals with the signature marks made by John "Blevings" and
James "Bleavin" Senior.
Most people of the day were illiterate and were unable to sign their own names.
Instead, people would "make their mark" on a document. Other people would witness
the signing of a "mark" and these witnesses would also either sign their names or make
their own "mark". Although almost all officially recorded documents were hand-written
copies of the originals and made by county clerks or other officials, these clerks and
officials generally attempted to replicate the actual signature mark(s) used, along with
the notations "his mark" or "her mark" plus a written version of the full name(s).
The most common signature mark used was a simple "X", but some people used
special marks. James Blevins, Senior made his mark on the above document and on
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several other Goochland land documents as a simple, cursive letter "J". He made the
same mark on a 1714 Rhode Island document.
John Blevins made his mark as a vertical line crossed at both ends and in the middle
with short horizontal lines. In the memorandum to this indenture, he drew his mark as a
horizontal line crossed at both ends and in the middle with short vertical lines. Based
on later records, this horizontal orientation was probably his normal mark. This unique
mark allows him to be identified in subsequent deeds.
Note: It is interesting to note that John's mark was nearly identical to that of his almost-certain grandfather
who was also named James "Bliven". This earlier James (before 1659 - about 1716) used a vertical line
with horizontal cross lines followed by a block letter "B" as his mark. This mark was found on the abovementioned 1714 Rhode Island document along with that of his son, James "Bliven", Junior plus it was
found on a 1708 Rhode Island document involving only James, Senior. It is also interesting to note that
John's almost-certain brothers Daniel Blevins the Elder and James Blevins the Elder only used simple "X"
marks but his almost-certain brother, Captain William Blevins the Elder, used a capital letter "W" made
from two overlapping "V"s as his mark. Full credit is given herein to the above-mentioned Alton Blevins
for the signature marks analyses and for the discovery of several, previously unknown Rhode Island and
Goochland-related documents. Credit is also due to Alton Blevins for his discovery of several Virginia
references previously unknown to me.

On June 16, 1747, John Blevins of the Parish of Southam in the County of Goochland
"in consideration of the sum of forty shillings current money to him in hand" sold about
five acres to Thomas Turpin and Nicholas Davies, Churchwardens of Southam Parish.
(Goochland County Deed Book 5, pages 277-278). John sold only a small part of his
300 acre patent in this conveyance. The disposition of the remainder is unknown, but
his name was still being mentioned in Goochland and (later) Cumberland County land
records for at least the next twenty-two years.
There are literally dozens of Blevins records beginning in 1745 in the area of
southwestern Virginia that is now Henry County. This discussion will only cover those
records specifically assignable to John Blevins the Elder and only those that connect
him to his land dealings, to his brothers, or to his sons.
Note: There are no known records that involve James Blevins, Senior, the presumed father of John
Blevins the Elder following the 1745 Goochland land sale discussed above. Perhaps he died not long
after his arrival in Brunswick (now Henry) County or perhaps he left the area with his almost-certain son,
Daniel Blevins the Elder. We know that Daniel Blevins the Elder was an early settler in the area because
his name appeared in an October 14, 1746 Lunenburg court record (see discussion on The Blevins
Longhunters) and his house and horse ford were mentioned in land entries made by a man named Henry
Lansford in November 26, 1748 (ERB 1, pa 107). He was completely absent, however, from the area
records from 1746/1748 until August of 1760 when Daniel Dean lost lawsuits he brought against James,
William, and Daniel Blevins. It is very possible that Daniel Blevins the Elder had returned to his home in
Rhode Island during this 12 to14-year period. On August 9, 1762, Daniel Blevins the Elder made an entry
for 400 acres (ERB 1, pg. 288) and essentially reentered the extant area records for at least another
decade. There is no record, however, that would indicate that Daniel Blevins the Elder ever actually
owned any land in the area.

Connections to the Land. On March 13, 1748, a survey for 116 acres of land on the
south side of the Smith River was recorded for John Blevins and on April 17, 1749 a
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second survey for John Blevins was recorded covering another 80 acres on the south
side of the Smith River.
In 1752, 1753, and 1756, John Blevins made four separate land entries, each for 400
acres. It is clear that these surveys and land entries were made by and for John Blevins
the Elder as no other man named John Blevins (son or nephews) would have been of
legal age by 1756.
In the years 1762 through 1769, eight separate 400-acre land entries and, in 1768, two
separate surveys were recorded under the name John Blevins. It is unclear if these
actions were taken by and for a single man, or by and for several different men named
John Blevins. As John, William, and Daniel the Elders were all known (or suspected) to
have had sons named John and because these sons would have all attained the age of
majority by 1769, none of these land actions can be confidently attributed to John
Blevins the Elder.
In spite of all this land activity, two things are clear. John Blevins the Elder made his
home on the 116 acre parcel he had surveyed in 1748 and he never obtained legal
ownership of any of the land under discussion. John was, in essence, a squatter on this
land.
We know that he lived there because land records and court orders made reference to
John Blevins [the Elder] landmarks for at least the next 30 years:


November 9, 1751 land entry by William Walton for 400 acres beginning where John Blevins’s
line crosses Rug Creek thence up the Creek & Line.



On March 10, 1756 an original land patent of 125 acres was granted to William Blevins. Part of
the description of this land included the phrase "from white oak, John Blevins corner".



1759 Halifax Court Order for John Talbot to clear and keep the road in repair from John Blevins
Ford on Smiths' River to the place where Calloway's road turns out of Hickey's old road.



On September 19, 1765, William Blevens [the Elder] and Agathey, his wife, of Halifax Co. sold
125 acres to Thomas Waltens [sic] for £50 (Halifax Deed Book #5, page 525). The property
description included “John Blevins’ corner” and “Randolph’s & Co. corner” as landmarks.



August 1767 Pittsylvania Court Order that James Talbott be the surveyor of the Road from John
Blevin’s on Smith River to Hickey’s Old Road below Leatherwood Chapel.



August 27, 1770 Virginia Grant of 153 acres to John Rowland mentioned the John Blevins line.



On February 17, 1778 William Blevins, Sr. transferred his 125 acres (that he had sold in 1765 but
later regained) to Phillip Thomas. Once again, the land description included the landmark John
Blevins corner.

The 116-acre parcel on which John Blevins the Elder lived was actually granted, on
August 10, 1759, to a man named Charles Harris for the sum of 15 Shillings. The
metes and bounds in the Harris grant were identical to those found in John's March 13,
1748 survey. It is unknown how, or if, this man was connected to John Blevins the
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Elder but the index to the 1986 Marion Chiarito book Halifax County Virginia Deed Book
2-6 1759-1767 lists eight different references to a man named Charles Harris and ten
different references to an associated man named Samuel Harris. These Harris men
were quite likely land speculators.
Charles Harris never, apparently, recorded this 1759 grant as a Halifax County deed but
on August 6, 1768, he sold the land to John Salmon. On June 8, 1777, John Salmon
sold the land to John Pace for £65. On April 22, 1779, John Pace conveyed these 116
acres to Dillon Blevins for £150.
Just nine months later, on January 27, 1780, Dillon Blevins conveyed this same 116acre parcel to a man named William Graves for the seemingly exorbitant sum of £1000
(Henry County Deed Book 2, pg 26). Dillon's conveyance to William Graves contained
the specific language "....on the south side of Smith River adjoining to other lands of
said William Graves purchased of the said Blevins containing 116 acres by patent
granted Charles Harris....".
The wording in the above indenture suggests that William Graves already owned lands
adjoining this parcel and the high price he paid could suggest that other, unknown
matters were afoot. The high price could be explained by the fact that Dillon also
conveyed ownership of all structures and other improvements that had been made on
the land over the years. Whatever the circumstances, the history of this property ending
with Dillon's final sale clearly shows a strong connection between Dillon Blevins and
John Blevins the Elder. This connection will be further reinforced in later years.
One final land action involving John Blevins the Elder deals with land in Cumberland
County. According to the book "The Farises in Virginia" compiled by the late William
Henry Phillips, 1948 and reproduced by Oscar L. Farris:
On October 27, 1765, Absalom Ferris of Halifax County gave power of attorney to William
Dillon [Jr.] of Cumberland County to sell land there to John Blevins Sr [the Elder] of
Halifax County. Then, on July 13, 1769, John sold the land to William Lawless.

This was the same William Lawless for whom William Dillon Jr., Rachel Dillion, and
John Blevins [the Elder] bore witness in 1736, and whose son, Augustine, was the
husband of William Dillon Junior's daughter Sarah. These land transfers not only
reinforce the link between John Blevins the Elder and Goochland (by then, Cumberland)
County, but also the link between John and the Dillon family. An even stronger link will
be discussed later.
Connections to the Brothers. On March 13, 1748, the same day John Blevins the Elder
surveyed 116 acres of land on the south side of the Smith River, separate surveys were
recorded for James Blevins [the Elder] (162 acres) and William Blevins [the Elder] (125
acres). The 125 acres surveyed for William adjoined the 116 acres surveyed for John.
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On June 15, 1753, William Blevins [the Elder] and John Blevins [the Elder] witnessed
the sale of 150 acres by Thomas Hall, Jr. to John Hickey (Halifax Deed Book #1, page
40). William made his “W” mark and John made his “III” mark on this indenture.
In 1754, the Halifax Court ordered that John Blevins [the Elder], William Blevins [the
Elder], and Charles Lowder lay off and mark a way for a road to run from Hickey’s road
at or near the plantation of Merry Webb to intersect Hickey’s old road at the Horse Pen
Pasture’s Creek.
In the July 1761 Halifax court session, Daniel Dean sued James Blevins to collect a
debt. The court ordered that a deposition be taken from John Blevins. These men were
almost certainly James and John the Elders.
On December 10, 1763, William and James Blevins [the Elders] sold 180 acres they
jointly owned to John Cox on the north side of the Irwin River (Halifax Deed Book #5,
page 424). John Blevins [the Elder] was one of the witnesses to this sale. William
made his “W” mark, James made his “X” mark, and John made his “III” mark on this
indenture. This land was almost certainly the same land (88 and 92 acres) on the “north
side of Irvine River” surveyed for James Blevins and William Blevins on April 5, 1749
and granted to them in 1756.
The above land records show that:






William, James, and John each registered surveys on the same day.
William's survey was for land adjoining the land surveyed for John.
William and James surveyed and owned other land jointly.
John witnessed the sale of the land jointly owned by William and James.
Both John and William witnessed the sale of land by Thomas Hall.

Three men (John, William, and James Blevins the Elders) concurrently surveying land,
two of which were adjoining, and two men jointly owning land with three men signing
related land documents strongly indicates that they were a group of three brothers.
Connections to the Sons. In September 1758, John Blevins, William Blevins Junior, and
John Blevins Senior were paid 23 shillings each, James Blevins was paid 15 shillings,
and William Blevins Senior was paid 9 shillings for serving as privates in Colonel
Abraham Maury’s Halifax militia regiment.
It is almost certain that the John Sr., William Sr. and James Blevins listed were John,
William and James the Elders. It is very likely that the John Blevins and William Blevins
Jr. were John's sons Jack and Devil Will.
The 1767 First List of Tithables of Pittsylvania County was actually the compilation of 14
separate lists, each of which covered a different area within the county. One list,
compiled by Robert Chandler, included (in order of appearance) John Blevins (listed as
being son of Daniel), James Blevins Jr., John Blevins Sr., and Dillion Blevins. The listed
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John Blevins, Sr. would have certainly been John the Elder and the James, Jr. and
Dillon would have almost certainly been his sons.
The only other 1767 tithables list that included Blevins men was compiled by Peter
Copland. His list included Capt. William Blevins [the Elder] (and two slaves) and Little
William Blevins [Colonel William Blevins].
Several Blevins men who would have been over the tithable age of 16 are absent from
these lists. The fact that James was given a "Jr." suffix on Chandler's list implies the
existence of an older James Blevins and James the Elder represents the only known
candidate. His absence could suggest that he had already begun his move to the
western New River settlements by 1767. It is known that Daniel Blevins the Elder was
still in the area up until at least 1771, but his absence from any list could simply mean
he was too old for tithing by 1767. Daniel's proved son Daniel, Jr. was probably also
already in the western settlements by 1767. Conspicuously absent were John Blevins
the Elder's oldest sons; Devil Will and Jack Blevins. Both of these men were almost
certainly out of the area at this time, hunting and looking for land (see discussions on
Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins and on The Blevins Longhunters).
In the May 1768 court session William Meridith unsuccessfully sued William Blevins
(identified as "Son of John") for trespass, assault, and battery. This is one of the two
known records naming John Blevins as the father of William "Devil Will" Blevins.
In 1770, the Pittsylvania County tithe list included John Bleavins Sr (1 poll), Dillon
Bleavins, negros Munding & Preemer (3 polls), and William Bleavins son of John, Henry
Bradbury & negro Harrey (3 polls). The "William Bleavins son of John" was almost
certainly Devil Will Blevins, son of John Blevins the Elder. The sons John (Jack),
James, Henry, and Abraham are conspicuously absent from this tax list. Abraham was
likely too young to have made this list leaving John (Jack), James, and Henry absent.
John Blevins Sr. (the Elder) was likely older than 50 so the single white poll assessed
for his household could be for either John, James, or Henry. I suspect the single poll
was for Henry, reinforcing the suspicion that John and James were already in the
Holston area in 1770.
On October 5, 1773, Dillon Blevins filed a Pittsylvania deed of trust acknowledging and
taking responsibility for his father’s (unnamed) and brother John’s debt to Henry and
Edmond Lynne. In 1774 an indenture for a debt owed to Dillon Blevins, his father and
his brother was recorded in Pittsylvania County.
The Holston Records
Exactly when John Blevins moved his family to the Holston area isn't known but it was
certainly in the early-to-mid 1770s. He was almost certainly the John Blevins Sr. who
appeared on the 1770 Pittsylvania County Tithe List, which also included Dillon Blevins
and William Blevins (son of John) [Devil Will].
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It is also unclear if John and his family made the move as a complete family unit or if
one or more of his sons proceeded him to the Holston settlements. It is known,
however, that Dillon was the last to leave Virginia for the Holston area, arriving there in
about 1780 (see discussion on Dillon Blevins).
In an 1818 lawsuit, Devil Will Blevins claimed he had purchased and settled on the land
in about 1770 and a witness in this case swore that Devil Will had been there since at
least 1771, but the appearance of Devil Will and the absence of Jack, James, and
possibly Henry on the 1770 Pittsylvania County list further muddies the situation (see
discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
In April of 1899, The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography printed an article titled
Reminiscences of Western Virginia 1770 – 1790. This article was developed from
information provided by Major John Redd of Henry County to Lyman C. Draper in 1849.
Much of Redd’s narrative concerned Elisha Wallen, the famous longhunter, but he also
made several mentions of the Blevins family. Redd’s writing included the following
passages:
When I became acquainted with him [Wallen] in 1774 he was about 40 years of age. He
had very little property, he never cultivated the soil, but lived entirely by hunting. I know
not where Walden was from originally. When I first knew him he lived on Smith's river at
a place called the round-about, near the center of the county [Pittsylvania Co. VA], and
about two miles east [sic] from Martinsville the present county seat of Henry [Co. VA], he
lived near his wife's fathers, Will Blevenes. Walden, the Blevines, and Coxes owned no
land, but were squatters on land owned by a company of speculators.
During the Revolutionary War the assembly of Va. passed a law that all British subjects
owning land in VA must come in by a certain time and take an oath of allegiance, and
become actual settlers, or their land would be confiscated. After the act was passed, two
of the British subjects owning land in Pitsolvania [sic] (now Henry), came in and complied
with the act of assembly and took possession of their land. This gave alarm to Walden,
the Blevinses and Coxes, for they feared they would have to pay many years rent they
all moved off enmess [sic]. The Blevinses & Coxes settled on the Holston above the
Long Isleans [sic]. Walden settled on the Holston about 18 miles above where Knoxville
now is.

Redd was a very old man when he wrote his letters and undoubtedly, many of his
"Reminiscences" were clouded by the passage of time and require some examination
and explanation.
Redd wrote that Will Blevins [Captain William Blevins the Elder] lived near his son-inlaw Elisha Wallen on the Smith River about two miles east of Martinsville. In her 1929
History of Pittsylvania County, Clement described the location as being about two miles
west of Martinsville. A review of an area map suggests that Clement was probably
correct. It has also been proven that only the son of William the Elder moved to the
Holston area (see discussion on Colonel William Blevins).
Redd also wrote that "Walden, the Blevines [sic], and Coxes owned no land, but were
squatters on land owned by a company of speculators". Clearly, the squatter
designation did not apply to all of the Blevins men at the time as both William and
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James the Elders owned their own land. This designation did accurately apply,
however, to John Blevins the Elder.
Redd’s words confirm that Blevins people moved from Virginia to the Holston River area
but his suggested time of this move " During the Revolutionary War" is probably a bit
off.
The first Holston-area reference applicable to John Blevins the Elder is found in the
1776 payroll list of Captain John Shelby’s Company of Militia stationed on the Frontiers
of Fincastle County under the command of Colonel William Russell. This list included
the name "Jno. Blevins, Senr." It is interesting to note that Devil Will, Jack, and James
Blevins were ordered on June 11 of that same year to answer a complaint that they had
"refused to bear arms or muster in Cap. John Shelby's Company of Militia" (see
discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
The next Holston reference on John Blevins the Elder is found on October 2, 1779,
when North Carolina issued three warrants for surveys to Devil W ill Blevins. The third
of these (Warrant No. 2009) specifically mentioned the "John Blevins Sr. plantation"
(see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
In 1783, John Blevins Sr. [the Elder] was named as a co-defendant in a lawsuit filed
by John Shelby against William [Devil Will] Blevins over ownership of much of the
land occupied by the north-of-Holston Blevins group. Also named as co-defendants
were John [Jack] Blevins, Jr. and James Blevins. This legal battle is explored in
great detail in the discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins.
The final known Holston reference specifically indentifying John Blevins the Elder was
on August 10, 1785, when John Blevins Sr. [the Elder] was deposed at the house of
Dillon Blevins in Sullivan County, State of Franklin. I have not seen the original
deposition but was provided its text by Dillon family researcher Jan Dillon, who derived
the following from the works of Mae Dillon Moore. Following is what Mae Dillion Moore
wrote about the deposition in her book Dillon/Dillion & Allied Families:
Folder 46: 10 August 1785: Franklin State, Sullivan Co. (Sullivan Co., Tenn)
Deposition John Blevins, Sr. at the house of Dillon Blevins.
Henry Dillon, Sr. had lately moved from Cumberland Co. to Pittsylvania Co. and being
indebted to “the merchant” he gave deft. deed for a piece of land with John Woodson
security, for the said Woodson to pay £15 to “the merchant” for Dillon. Woodson satisfied
the merchant and had deed of land recorded to himself. Dillon sent letter to Woodson by
Blevins asking Woodson to make deed to Blevins - Woodson agreed if Blevins could sell
the land for more money than he would pay. Blevins was not able to sell for more than
£45 Woodson would pay. Woodson paid Blevins balance after paying “the merchant.”
Blevins paid William Dillon £20 for maintenance of his mother by said Henry Dillon's
orders. The balance of £10 in hands of Blevins.
On August 26, 1785, Dillon Blevins was summoned to depose for Henry Dillon, and
Dillon and John Blevins Sr were summoned to depose for James Baker.
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Although there are no more known Holston records specific to John Blevins the Elder,
there are a number of additional records that refer to his family structure.
It is proven that the father of Henry Blevins was among the early north-of-Holston
settlers as his "father's house in Sullivan County near Shelby's Fort" was mentioned in
his April 1833 Revolutionary War pension deposition. There is also no doubt that Henry
and his father came to the Holston area from what is now Henry County, Virginia as
both his father and Henry's birth location were mentioned in his 1847 obituary. (See
discussion on Henry Blevins). Unfortunately, neither the 1833 deposition nor the 1847
obituary provided the first name of Henry's father.
The 1775 Petition of the Inhabitants of Washington District was signed by Henry Blevins
and John [Jack] Blevins Junior. (The presence of a John Blevins Junior infers that there
was also a John Blevins Senior [the Elder] in the area.)
The November 6, 1777 Petition of the North of Holston Men was signed by (according
to most references) William [Devil Will] Blevins, James Blevins, John [Jack] Blevins Jr.,
and Abraham Blevins. At least one reference adds Henry Blevins to the list of signers
As part of the previously mentioned legal dispute between John Shelby and the Blevins
defendants, a man named John Gorsuch gave a deposition on August 1, 1797 relative
to the 1788 dispossession of Jack Blevins from the Shelby-claimed lands. In that
deposition, Gorsuch repeatedly referred to Jack Blevins as John Blevins, Senior (see
discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins). Jack being elevated from John Jr.
to John Sr. within this deposition strongly suggests that John Blevins the Elder had died
either by the time the deposition was given (August 1, 1797) or by the time referenced
within the deposition (1788).
Theoretical Family of John Blevins the Elder
The following summaries provide information on the proven or probable sons, daughter,
and wife of John Blevins the Elder followed by a summary table of his theoretical family.
The Sons of John Blevins the Elder. There is no doubt that the early north-of-Holston
men William (Devil Will), John (Jack), and Dillon Blevins were brothers as they were
named as such in a December 31, 1818 lawsuit filed by James King, Jr. (see discussion
on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins). Virginia court (1768) and tax (1770) records
prove that William (Devil Will) was a son of John Blevins the Elder. Dillon's 1773
Pittsylvania deed of trust, his Virginia land activities in 1779 and 1780, and his hosting
of, and involvement in, John's (the Elder) 1785 deposition provide additional proofs that
he was a son of John Blevins the Elder.
I believe that his April 1833 Revolutionary War pension deposition proves that Henry
Blevins was also a son of John Blevins the Elder as there was no other known man in
the Holston area old enough at the time to have been Henry's father. Henry also had an
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implied association with the other men by his signing of the 1775 Petition and perhaps
the 1777 Petition.
James Blevins was named a co-defendant along with Devil Will, Jack, and John Blevins
the Elder in John Shelby's lawsuit. This fact plus his signing of the 1777 Petition of the
North of Holston Men along with Devil Will, Jack, Abraham (and possibly Henry) would
support the conclusion that James Blevins was probably a son of John Blevins the
Elder. Other analyses (see discussion on The Y-DNA Evidence) support the conclusion
that James was almost certainly a son of John Blevins the Elder.
Very little information is available on Abraham Blevins. We know that he lived on the
north side of the Holston River by virtue of his signing the 1777 Petition, by his October
14, 1825 Revolutionary War pension affidavit, and by other anecdotal information (see
discussion on Abraham Blevins). Based on his proximity to, and implied association
with, the proven and almost-certain sons covered above, I must conclude that Abraham
Blevins was probably another son of John Blevins the Elder.
The Daughter of John Blevins the Elder. An old family document titled History of Dillion
Asher and His Family (see discussion on Dillon Blevins) offers strong anecdotal
evidence that Dillon Blevins had a sister named Margaret. Margaret “Peggy” Blevins
was married to William “Billy” Asher and they were known to have lived near Bean’s
Station in what is now Grainger County, Tennessee. I consider Margaret to have been
a probable daughter of John Blevins the Elder.
The Wife of John Blevins the Elder. Blevins researchers and researchers of the
Dillon/Dillion families of Virginia have long believed or suspected that a woman named
Sarah Dillon was the wife of John Blevins the Elder.
There is no question that John Blevins the Elder had close associations with the Dillon
family beginning as far back as his 1736 Goochland County Court testimony and John
and the Dillon family were apparently close Goochland neighbors (see below). The
1765 Cumberland County land deals John participated in while still in Halifax County
had, in fact, all of the characteristics of deal-making among in-laws.
The 1785 Sullivan County deposition John gave for a man named Henry Dillon, Sr. (and
notices of further depositions) strongly suggest that Henry Dillon, Sr. was John's
brother-in-law. It bears repeating that John named two of his proven sons "Henry" and
"Dillon".
All of the above provide almost-certain evidence of a John Blevins the Elder and a
Dillon woman marriage and that woman was very possibly Sarah Dillon. There is one
factor, however, identified by researcher Alton Blevins, that could complicate this
conclusion.
Sarah Dillon (born about 1720) was a daughter of William Dillon, Sr. (about 1689 1744). In 1734, William Dillon, Sr. bought 400 acres of land in Goochland County from
Ashland Hughes. This land was very close to the land granted to John Blevins the
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Elder in 1739. William Dillon's will, written December 27, 1739, specifically named his
wife Mary Dillon, sons William and Henry Dillon, daughters Sarah and Judith Dillion, and
grandsons James Dillon and William "Sammon" [probably Salmon]. The wording in
William Dillon's will suggests that both Sarah and Judith Dillon were unmarried women
at the end of 1739. William Dillon's will did not mention any married daughters but he
apparently had at least one; the mother of his grandson William.
As previously discussed, the September 1758 Halifax Militia pay records included the
names John Blevins Senior, William Blevins Senior, James Blevins, John Blevins,
William Blevins Junior. All of these men have been identified as to certain or probable
immediate family. If the William Blevins Junior and John Blevins on this list were both
sons of John Blevins the Elder, they would both have been born in 1740 or earlier
because militia service was required of all men aged 18 to 60.
If Sarah Dillon was an unmarried woman at the end of 1739, the only way she could
have had two legitimate sons to John Blevins the Elder by the end of 1740 is if those
sons had been twins. Such is possible but there is no evidence at all suggesting that
Devil Will and Jack Blevins were twins. A second possibility is that one of the boys
simply lied about his age so he could muster and march with his father and older
brother.
William Dillon's will named a daughter Judith, but she was also apparently still an
unmarried woman in 1753 when a Halifax County grand jury brought a presentment
against Judith Dillon for having a bastard child. The 1736 court testimony suggests
another, apparently older, daughter named Rachel who was not mentioned in William
Dillon's will. Dillon family researchers believe that this Rachel was married to a man
named William Farris but Farris family researchers believe this William Farris was
married to a woman named Rachel Amos, who was a generation older than Rachel
Dillon.
It is therefore possible that John the Elder was married to the older Rachel Dillon and
not to Sarah Dillon. An additional possibility is that Devil Will (and perhaps Jack) were
born to an unknown first wife of John the Elder who died shortly after giving birth to her
first (or second) son. This possibility would mean that Devil Will (and perhaps Jack)
was (were) only half brothers to John Blevins the Elder's other sons.
It still appears very probable that John the Elder married into the Dillon family at some
point. Given the available evidence and associated uncertainties, I believe it is
reasonable to call either Rachel or Sarah Dillon a probable wife of John Blevins the
Elder.
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Theoretical Family
of
John Blevins the Elder (about 1718 - before 1797)
and his probable wife Rachel or Sarah Dillon (about 1720 - after 1755)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

William "Devil Will" Blevins

~1738

Unknown

John "Jack" Blevins

~1740

Agatha

James Blevins

~1744

Unknown

Dillon Blevins
Margaret Blevins
Henry Blevins
Abraham Blevins

~1746
~1750
1752
1755

Ann Armstrong
William Asher
Catherine Blevins
None

See discussion on Devil Will, Jack,
and James Blevins
See discussion on Devil Will, Jack,
and James Blevins
See discussion on Devil Will, Jack,
and James Blevins
See discussion on Dillon Blevins
Dillon Asher and probably others
See discussion on Henry Blevins
See discussion on Abraham
Blevins
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Devil Will, Jack, & James Blevins

William "Devil Will" Blevins, John "Jack" Blevins, and James Blevins were almost
certainly the first-, second-, and third-born sons of John Blevins the Elder, the patriarch
of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. I consider both Devil Will and Jack to be proven
sons and James to be an almost-certain son. They are combined in this discussion
because most of their records and information are inextricably intertwined. Devil Will is
proven to have arrived in the Holston area as early as 1770 or 1771 and it is possible
that he first arrived in the company of his proven brother, Jack. Their almost-certain
younger brother James may have also accompanied Devil Will and Jack to the Holston.
All hailed from what was then Pittsylvania County (now Henry), Virginia but there are
only a few early Virginia records assignable to these men.
The Virginia Records
In September 1758, the Halifax militia roster included men named John Blevins, William
Blevins Junior, John Blevins Senior, James Blevins, and William Blevins Senior. The
men named John Blevins Senior, William Blevins Senior, and James Blevins were
almost certainly the brothers John, William, and James Blevins the Elders. The men
named William Blevins Junior and John Blevins were very likely sons of John Blevins
the Elder (see discussion on John Blevins the Elder).
The 1767 First List of Tithables of Pittsylvania County included Jas [James] Blevins Jr.,
John Blevins Sr., and Dillion Blevins. Based on his proximity to both John Blevins (the
Elder) Sr. and Dillon Blevins, it is probable that Jas Blevins Jr. was James Blevins, the
almost-certain son of John Blevins the Elder. Absent from the 1767 tithables lists were
several Blevins men including Devil Will and Jack Blevins, at least one of whom would
reappear on the 1770 tithables list.
In the May 1768 Pittsylvania court session, a man named William Meridith
unsuccessfully sued a man named William Blevins (identified in the record as "Son of
John") for trespass, assault, and battery. This is one of the two known records naming
John Blevins the Elder as the father of William "Devil Will" Blevins.
In 1770, the Pittsylvania County tithables list included both "John Bleavins Sr" and
"William Bleavins son of John". Clearly, the John Bleavins Sr on this list was John
Blevins the Elder and William Bleavins was clearly Devil Will Blevins (see discussion on
John Blevins the Elder). Interestingly, both Jack and James Blevins were absent from
this list. Their absence from, and Devil Will's appearance on this list could suggest that
Devil Will had left his brothers in the Holston area and had returned to Virginia to lead
the rest of his family to his newly acquired land.
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On October 5, 1773, Dillon Blevins filed a Pittsylvania deed of trust acknowledging and
taking responsibility for his father’s (unnamed) and brother John’s debt to Henry and
Edmond Lynne. His unnamed father was clearly John Blevins the Elder. His brother
John was clearly Jack Blevins who was, at the time of this filing, already living in the
Holston area.
The Holston Records
The sobriquet “Devil Will” was first set to print in a letter written June 19, 1849 by former
Virginia Governor David Campbell to Lyman C. Draper (Draper MSS 10DD-80) [p1].
This letter contained some rather damning words about the early Blevins men of the
Holston. Campbell wrote:
“There were several old men of that name [Blevins] among the early settlers. They lived
about twenty miles from here on the Holston, and were noted desperadoes. Two were
named William, and one distinguished from the other by the nickname of Devil Will.
These men settled on ancient surveys when they came to the country and held
possession by force against the authority of the courts. Public officers could not
dispossess them. I never heard of more than one or two of their descendants who
occupied a respectable stand in society, and one of them, fifty years ago, [c. 1800] cut
off the ears of his own child, an infant, at Jonesboro, in a fit of jealousy. The Sheriff
had to summon to his aid about a hundred men before he could take him.”

David Campbell’s letter has done much to shape the conventional wisdom regarding the
early Holston-area Blevins men whom he broadly painted as being violent, lawless men
of low character. But Campbell’s words require careful and critical examination
because he may have been negatively influenced by a long-standing animosity between
the Blevins and Campbell families.
In 1779, Colonel William Campbell of Washington County, Virginia named eight
Montgomery County, Virginia Blevins men as being involved in a “diabolical plot”. I’ve
not been able to prove a direct relationship between Colonel William Campbell (17451781) and Governor David Campbell (1779-1859). They were not father and son but
both men made their homes around present-day Abingdon, Virginia and they were, in all
probability, closely related. William Campbell was married to a woman named Margaret
Buchanan and both the Buchanan and Campbell names figure significantly into the
story of the Holston-area Blevins men.
In 1823, Henry Blevins gave an uncomplimentary deposition relative to Colonel William
Campbell’s actions at the 1780 Battle of Kings Mountain. Henry gave the deposition for
a pamphlet produced by Governor Isaac Shelby to refute what Shelby considered
falsehoods published by William C. Preston, a grandson of William Campbell. (See
discussion on Henry Blevins.) The Shelby and Preston names also figure significantly
into the story of the Holston-area Blevins men.
Campbell wrote his letter from Abingdon, Virginia and his phrase “They lived about 20
miles from here on the Holston” conforms nicely to the locations of the early Blevins
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Settlements of Sullivan County. (The Blevins Cemetery near Blevins Branch in Sullivan
County is about 18 air-miles southwest of Abingdon.)
Campbell’s story about a Blevins man cutting off his own child’s ears is a clear case of
mistaken identity as he was no doubt referring to an incident involving Russell Bean, the
man generally credited as being the first white male born in Tennessee. In late 1801 or
early 1802, Russell Bean returned from a two-year trip to New Orleans and found his
wife nursing a new baby. Russell reportedly left the house without a word, got drunk,
came back, took the baby out of his cradle, and deliberately cut off both of the child’s
ears. He then said that he "had marked it so that it would not get mixed up with his
children".
On March 4 of 1802, Rosa Bean (the wife of Russell Bean) petitioned for and was
granted a divorce by the Superior Court of Law and Equity for The Tennessee District of
Washington at Jonesboro. Her petition stated that her husband “had assumed the
character of a desperado and under the pretext of doubting the paternity of a child born
of said marriage, he seized the child and cut off both its ears”. In September 1802,
Russell Bean was tried and convicted for his act of cruelty to the child. The judge
presiding at his trial was the future President Andrew Jackson.
Campbell’s claim that Blevins men “settled on ancient surveys” and “held possession by
force against the authority of the courts” is only partly accurate. The land that the
Blevins men settled on north of the Holston was indeed claimed by others based on
“ancient surveys” (specifically, Royal Land Grants made in 1663 and 1753). As will be
discussed later, there is supporting anecdotal evidence that William Blevins, at times,
armed himself and held possession of his land “by force”. The facts surrounding this
land dispute, however, prove that the Blevins men were not simply recalcitrant armed
squatters as Campbell implied. Instead, these men pursued legal means to press their
claims for ownership. The result was a series of lawsuits and counter suits that dragged
on for more than forty years.
Campbell was correct when he wrote that there were several men named Blevins
among the early Holston settlers. The earliest records prove that by the early-to-mid1770s, men named William, James, Henry, and Abraham Blevins and two men named
John Blevins were living on the north side of the Holston River. Later records prove that
by the early 1780s, Dillon Blevins was also living on the north side of the Holston and
Colonel William Blevins was living on the south side of the Holston. (Separate
discussions have been provided on John Blevins the Elder and on Henry, Abraham,
Dillon, and Colonel William Blevins.)
Campbell also wrote: “Two [Blevins men] were named William, and one distinguished
from the other by the nickname of Devil Will”. Campbell was clearly referring to Devil
Will and Colonel William as the two Blevins men named William.
It is not known if William Blevins ever really called himself “Devil Will”, but several early
Holston-area records do reference a “Will” Blevins. Because so many of the early
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Blevins men of Virginia and Tennessee were named William, the use of nicknames or
titles is a useful technique to distinguish one William from another (Captain William,
Colonel William, etc.). If only for the sake of clarity, the name “Devil Will” is applied
herein to the William Blevins who settled on the north side of the Holston River and who
fought a series of legal battles over the ownership of a large tract of land.
John was another common given name among the early Blevins men of Virginia and
Tennessee and records prove that there were two different adult men named John
Blevins among the early Holston-area settlers. Several early records refer specifically
to a John Blevins, Sr., several refer to a John Blevins, Jr., and several simply reference
a John Blevins without the Sr. or Jr. suffix. A few early records mention both a John
Blevins, Sr. and a John Blevins, Jr. The earliest of these records that speak of John
Blevins, Sr. refer to John Blevins the Elder, who is covered in a separate discussion.
Multiple early records refer to a “Jack” Blevins and these records appear to universally
apply to the man who was known during the 1770s as John Blevins, Jr. and as John
Blevins, Sr. by the 1790s. Like Devil Will, Jack Blevins settled on the north side of the
Holston River and was deeply involved in above-mentioned legal battles over land
ownership.
This discussion primarily covers Devil Will Blevins and Jack Blevins and - to a lesser
extent - James Blevins. Although Devil Will was clearly the lead actor in the abovementioned land disputes, Jack Blevins left a substantial trail of dispute-related court
records. James Blevins was also an actor in these land disputes but he left few records
of his role and life on the Holston. John Blevins the Elder was another - albeit minor actor in these land disputes but is covered elsewhere (see discussion on John Blevins
the Elder).
The Hazel Lands Dispute
To understand the basis for the Blevins land dispute, it is first necessary to understand
the jurisdictional history of extreme northeastern Tennessee. This area, just south of
the present-day Virginia – Tennessee border, was originally a part of the Royal Grants
that established the Province of Carolina.
The first Carolina Grant was made by King Charles I on October 30, 1629 to Sir Robert
Heath. Heath made no attempt to establish a colony in Carolina and Charles I was
deposed and executed in 1649. The Monarchy was restored in 1660 under Charles II
who, on March 24, 1663, voided the Heath patent and granted the Carolina Province to
eight men for their faithful support of his efforts to regain the throne of England. These
men (and their heirs), known as the Lords Proprietors, issued their own land grants and
patents and governed Carolina with a level of authority second only to the King himself.
In 1712, the eight Lords Proprietors split the Province into North and South Carolina. In
1729, seven of the eight Lords Proprietors sold their shares of the Province back to the
Crown and North and South Carolina became official Royal Colonies.
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The lone holdout among the Lords Proprietors was Sir John Carteret, the 2nd Earl of
Granville. Carteret had inherited his proprietorship from his great-grandfather, Sir
George Carteret and his share of Carolina was a 60-mile-wide strip of land along the
southern border of the Virginia Colony. This area came to be known as the Granville
District.
The maps and surveying techniques used in the 17 th century were imprecise and the
original Royal Land Grant language allowed for different interpretations. The end result
was that both Virginia and North Carolina claimed some of the same land that
comprised the Granville District.
After several failed attempts to resolve the dispute, the two Colonies struck an
agreement in 1728 that established an eastern starting point and latitude for the
boundary. This 1728 line was surveyed and marked from the Atlantic to a western
terminus about 320 miles inland. Although this line basically settled the dispute for the
central and eastern parts of the two colonies (where most settlements of the day were
occurring), it was not extended over the Blue Ridge Mountains. By the late 1760s,
people were settling in the Overmountain region and border disputes returned to the
forefront.
The true Virginia-North Carolina border west of the Blue Ridge was an invisible line of
latitude through the wilderness. Tangible boundaries like ridges and rivers, however,
were easily understood and Virginia basically assumed authority of the lands north of
the south fork of the Holston River. Although most early Holston-area settlers assumed
their lands were in Virginia, the true boundary line was several miles to the north of the
river. North Carolina and many area settlers disputed Virginia’s intrusion, but to little
effect.
The border dispute continued even during the Revolutionary War. Much of the Granville
District remained in the Carteret family until the death of Robert Carteret (son of John)
in 1776, at which time North Carolina confiscated the remaining land.
In 1778, Virginia and North Carolina appointed commissions to revisit the issue of their
shared border. These commissions failed to agree on several issues and two different
borderlines were surveyed and marked. In 1779, North Carolina established Sullivan
County based on the more northern Henderson Line, which ran about 8 miles north of
the Holston river. Virginia adopted the more southern Walker Line of 1780, which ran
about 5 miles north of the Holston river. Although the final borderline wasn’t established
until 1803, both the Walker and Henderson Lines transferred jurisdiction of the land in
question from Virginia to North Carolina.
As mentioned previously, the Buchanan name figures significantly into the story of the
Holston-area Blevins men. On June 20, 1753, John Buchanan of what was then
Augusta County, Virginia, received a land grant from King George II. The grant
language included the following information:
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For Consideration of 6£ 5s good and lawful money, one certain tract or parcel of land
containing 1250 acres of land lying and being in the County of Augusta on the Indian
River. One shilling rent to be paid on every fifty acres, said rental fee to be paid on the
feast of Saint Nicholas the Archangel. Three acres out of 50 to be improved and
cultivated within three years of the present date. If these clauses be not complied with
said John Buchanan shall lose all right to this land and same will revert to the king. The
privileges of hunting, hawking, fishing and fowling are included herein. [Sullivan TN DB
#2, page 522]

The “Indian River” is an archaic name for the south fork of the Holston River and the
land associated with the above grant was actually situated in the Granville District of
North Carolina. The area in question was also westward of the 1763 Royal
Proclamation Line and was, at the time, technically off limits for white settlement under
English Law. The 1250 acres associated with this Royal Grant came to be known as
the “Hazel Lands”. It is unknown how (or if) Buchanan avoided legal conflict with the
Carteret (Granville) family at the time.
According to the book Kegley’s Virginia Frontier, Colonel John Buchanan had extensive
land and business interests on both the New and Holston Rivers and served as the
commander-in-chief of the Augusta County, Virginia Militia. He died in the summer of
1769 and left detailed instructions in his will regarding the disposition of his properties.
After reserving specific lands and property for his widow and children, Buchanan’s will
directed that “back lands” be sold as necessary to settle his personal expenses and
debts. Colonel Andrew Lewis, Colonel William Preston, and Mr. William Campbell were
named as executors of the Buchanan estate.
In 1770 (according to an 1819 court record that will be discussed in detail later), Devil
Will Blevins made an improvement on land “unsettled by civilized People and inhabited
only by Savages”. Shortly thereafter, he purchased this land from the British Indian
agent Alexander Cameron, “by and with consent of the Chief of the Tribe claiming said
land”. The land settled and purchased by Devil Will was on the north side of the
Holston River and overlapped a major portion of the Hazel Lands.
In 1773, Evan and John Shelby jointly obtained a lease on the Hazel Lands from the
Buchanan estate. General Evan Shelby had settled in the Holston area in late 1770.
His younger brother, John Shelby, had arrived in the Holston area in late 1772. Upon
their arrival, both Shelby men took steps to acquire and consolidate land holdings
between what is now Bristol and the Holston River.
According to the article The Shelby Brothers (Holston Territory Genealogical Society,
1993), the Hazel Lands presented a problem to the new leaseholders in that several
families had already settled on, and were making improvements to, the land:
When John Shelby came to this tract of land, he and everyone else in those days were
supposed to be in Virginia, he found men living on it. One [sic] was John Cox, Sr.,
Valentine Little, and William Blevins. The Shelbys bought the rights to the tract of land
from all these people, but the Blevins family refused to move. Twenty-five years later,
John Shelby was still trying to eject Blevins from the land.
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The only reference I can find on Valentine Little is an October 23, 1782 North Carolina
land grant for 100 acres on the south side of the Holston. A February 4, 1773 Bill of
Sale between John Cox and Evan Shelby, however, tends to support the claim made by
the Shelby article. That Bill of Sale reads:
For £30. Certain improvements whereon I now live with the land thereto joining,
th
agreeable to a bill of sale dated the 27 day of May, 1769 from John Kenebough to
Isaac Riddle and also assigned over to me, John Cox. Articles sold: The above
described land, also one red spotted sow marked with a wallow fork on the right and a
cross on the left with ten suckling pigs. Also the winter grain now growing.
st
Possession to be given April 1 . [Sullivan TN DB #2, page 511]

On March 12th, 1773, Evan Shelby assigned his rights to the above Bill of Sale to his
brother John Shelby (Sullivan TN DB #2, page 511). The Bill of Sale suggests that
John Cox originally purchased his potion of the Hazel Lands but I can find no early
land records relative to Isaac Riddle or John Kenebough.
According to a 1794 court document, Devil Will was first informed of his “trespass” in
1773 but refused to yield possession and move because he believed he had a
superior claim to the land.
Devil Will correctly believed that he had settled in North Carolina and, even if his
1770 purchase was invalidated, he was still entitled to claimant rights based on his
occupancy of and the improvements he made to wilderness land. Devil Will further
asserted that Buchanan’s claim was invalid because the land in question was never
really a part of Augusta County, Virginia. This latter assertion would become the key
question to be settled by later legislation and legal proceedings.
There are no known records specific to the land dispute in the years between 1773
and 1779, presumably due to the loss of all early court records, but other records
during this period invite speculation regarding the political leanings of the Blevins
men and their sometimes tenuous relationship with John Shelby.
In 1775, North Carolina organized its western territory (essentially all of present-day
Tennessee) into a loose political entity called the Washington District. Although North
Carolina claimed the north-of-Holston land as part of the Washington District, it had only
passively pressed its claim against Virginia up to that point. Organizing the area into an
official North Carolina County, however, would doubtless have been in the best interests
of the Blevins settlers. In 1775, Henry Blevins and John [Jack] Blevins, Jr. signed the
first Petition of the Inhabitants of Washington District, which requested the formation of
just such a county.
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On June 11, 1776, the Fincastle County (Virginia) Committee of Safety ordered:
“...that William Blevins, James Blevins and John Blevins be summoned to appear at
nd
Cap. Evan Shelbies [sic] on Saturday the 22 of this month to answer the following
complaint. That they have refused to bear arms or muster in Cap. John Shelby's
Company of Militia agreeable to the ordinance of Convention by reason of their
attachment to the Enemies of American Liberty and the Correspondence with Tories and
the Cherokee Nation.”

Although the order specifically accused the Blevins men of Loyalist activities, it would be
easy to speculate that an additional (or perhaps alternate) explanation for their refusal
to muster was their ongoing land dispute with the Shelby brothers. It is almost certain
that the men named in the above reference included Devil Will and Jack Blevins. The
inclusion of James Blevins in this order lends credence to the proposition that the three
men were brothers.
In 1776, Virginia split Fincastle County into 3 new entities and settlers living north of the
Holston fell into the newly constituted Washington County, Virginia. In 1777, the
Petition of the North of Holston Men requested the Virginia House of Delegates to
modify these new county lines. William [Devil Will] Blevins, John [Jack] Blevins Jr.,
James Blevins, and Abraham Blevins were among the signers of this petition. The
inclusion of James and Abraham Blevins as signers lends credence to the proposition
that the four men were brothers (see discussion on Abraham Blevins).
Also in 1777, North Carolina officially organized its Washington district into Washington
County. No Blevins names appeared on the 1778 Washington County, North Carolina
tax list, which could confirm that all of the Blevins settlers at the time were still living
north of the Holston and were still effectively under the jurisdiction of Virginia.
As mentioned earlier, North Carolina had confiscated the Granville lands in 1776 and in
1779 had established Sullivan County based on the more northern Henderson Line.
These two actions undoubtedly encouraged Devil Will Blevins to take proactive steps
to buttress his own land claims. In July of 1779, he made three separate entries for
land and on October 2, 1779, North Carolina issued three warrants for surveys:
Warrant No. 941: State of N C Washington county 2nd day of Oct 1779. To the surveyor
of Sullivan County greetings. You are hereby required to measure and lay off according
to law 600 A[cres] for William Blevins on the north side of the Holston river joining John
Shelby and William Hicks lands including the plantation where the said Blevins now lives.
Warrant No. 942: State of N C Washington county 2nd day of Oct 1779. To the surveyor
of Sullivan County greetings. You are hereby required to measure and lay off according
to law 200 A[cres] for William Blevins on the north side of the Holston river joining his
own land, John Shelby and Lawrence Catron’s claim.
Warrant No. 2009: State of N C. Washington county 2nd day of Oct 1779. To the
surveyor of Sullivan County greetings. You are hereby required to measure and lay off
according to law 400 a[cres] for William Blevins joining Lawrence Catrons land running
down the north side of the Holston river including John Blevins Sr. plantation.
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It is interesting to note that Warrant #2009 included the land upon which John
Blevins, Sr. (John Blevins the Elder) lived.
The actions taken by Devil Will may have also been motivated by a curious Virginia
lawsuit. According to the Annals of Southwest Virginia 1769-1780 by Lewis Preston
Summers, the Montgomery County Court issued the following ruling on March 7, 1780:
Buchanan[‘]s Executors Plaintiff against William Blevins Defendant – This day came
the parties by the attorneys and thereupon came also a jury, viz. Josiah Ramsey, John
Hall, Samuel Montgomery, John Simpson, John McFarlane, Robert Montgomery, Junr.,
William Phipps, Robert Simpson, Samuel Ingram, Thomas Dunn, Robert Breckinridge
and Samuel Cecil, who being elected tried and Sworn, upon their oath do say that the
Defendant is guilty of the Trespass aforesaid, in form aforesaid, and they do assess the
plaintiffs damage by Occasion of the sd. Trespass at five thousand five hundred
pounds besides his Costs, therefore it is considered by the Court that the Plaintiff
recover against the sd. Defendant his Damages aforesaid, in the form aforesaid,
assessed together with his cost by him in his behalf expended, and the defendant in
Mercy &c.

The case is curious in both its venue and in the magnitude of damages awarded by the
jury. The case venue was somewhat curious because the Hazel Lands were
considered to have been within the jurisdiction of Washington – not Montgomery –
County, Virginia. Summers implied that the above decision was delivered by a countylevel court but it is more likely that it was the product of a district-level superior court.
Prior to 1792, the Montgomery County, Virginia courthouse was the home of a Judicial
District Court that heard cases originating in Washington, Russell, and Montgomery
Counties.
The damages awarded in the above ruling (£5,500 plus costs) were curious as they
amounted to more than 15 times the total value of the land itself (see below). This
high award was obviously more punitive than compensatory in nature and may have
reflected a level of frustration by the Virginia courts over the loss of territory to North
Carolina. In any event, the court ruling was apparently ignored given the fact that by
1780, Devil Will and the land upon which he “trespassed” were both situated in a
completely different State.
In 1782, the North Carolina Assembly dealt an apparent death blow to Devil Will’s land
claims by enacting a law that conditionally validated Virginia grants made in the
disputed territory prior to the 1779 boundary change. A later court document shows that
Devil Will considered this 1782 act to have been “…a violation of the Laws of Contracts,
of nature, the unalienable rights of man, and the Constitution of the State…”.
The 1782 legislation may have served as a catalyst because in January of 1783,
William Preston, acting as executor for the Buchanan estate, sold the previously leased
Hazel Lands to Evan and John Shelby. Two separate Deeds of Warranty were
recorded:
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January 29, 1783. William Preston to Evan Shelby and John Shelby, five shillings for
1250 acres in Sullivan County, North Carolina. Description - lying and being on Holston
or Indian River formerly supposed to be in Augusta, Virginia but now on an extension of
the boundary line found to be in the county of Sullivan in the State of North Carolina.
th
Said land granted to John Buchanan June 20 , 1753. [Sullivan TN DB #1, page 18]
January 30, 1783. William Preston to Evan Shelby and John Shelby, £350 for 1250
acres in Sullivan County, North Carolina. All that tract or parcel of land of which the said
John Buchanan was seised [sic] containing 1250 acres be the same more or less granted
th
by the said Buchanan in his life time by letture [sic] patent bearing date the 20 of June
1753, lying and being on Holston or Indian River formerly supposed to be in Augusta
County in Virginia but now on an extension of the boundary line found to be in the County
of Sullivan in the State of North Carolina. [Sullivan TN DB #1, page 6]

On August 12, 1783, the Shelby brothers sold the southern third of the Hazel Lands
tract to a man named John Brown. The associated deed contained the following
descriptive information:
Evan Shelby and John Shelby of Sullivan County, NC to John Brown of Washington
County, VA, £500 for 1/3 part of a tract patented to John Buchanan. A certain tract of
land lying in Sullivan County, North Carolina on Holston River to contain one-third of a
tract patned to John Buchanan for 1250 acres the 20th June 1753 whereon Will Blevins
and Dell [sic] Blevins now lives to be laid off by a line beginning at the head of a hollow
above Will Blevins. [Sullivan TN DB #1, page 31]

The above deed shows that in 1783, both Devil Will and his brother Dillon lived on the
portion of the Hazel Lands sold to John Brown. Some documents suggest that Jack
Blevins, his father (John Blevins the Elder), and several of his brothers (James, Henry,
and Abraham) originally all lived on the portion retained by Shelby. Others documents
will suggest that by 1783, only Jack Blevins remained on this portion of land.
On February 9, 1783, Evan Shelby sold his interest in the northern portion of the Hazel
Lands to his brother John. (This transaction was dated February 9, 1783 but it was not
acknowledged until the February 1784 court term and was not recorded until April 5,
1791.) The associated deed included the following descriptive information:
Evan Shelby, Gentleman, of Sullivan County, NC to John Shelby of Sullivan County,
NC, £500 for 2/3’s of 1250 acres in Sullivan Co., NC, on north side of the Holston River.
1/3 having been conveyed to John Brown, of Washington County VA, by Evan Shelby &
John Shelby on 12 Aug 1783. Said land was sold by indenture of lease and release by
deed the 29 & 30 Jan. 1783 by William Preston surviving & only acting Executor of the
Last Will & Testament of John Buchannon [sic], late of Augusta County, VA, deceased,
to Evan Shelby & John Shelby. [Sullivan TN DB #2, page 452]

John Shelby apparently obtained a Writ of Possession in 1783 and took steps to evict
Jack Blevins from his lands. A May 20, 1798 deposition made by Archibald Taylor
contained the following:
In obedience to a commission to me directed I proceed to take the deposition of
Archibald Taylor he being of lawful age and duly sworn desposeth and sayth that in the
years 1782 and 1783 he was Sheriff of Sullivan County and in one of them said years

The Blevins Men of the Holston: Expanded & Revised Edition - Robert P. Blevins

Page 40

[apparently 1783] – by virtue of a writ of possession from the Superior Court directed to
him the said deponent – he put John Shelby in possession of several tracts of land
especially one where John Bleavins lives on and met with no interruption and your
deponent sayth that after he had given John Shelby possession he came out of the
house and invited John Bleavines wife into it again and further your deponent sayth
not.

According to a 1799 deposition (see below), John Shelby agreed to allow Jack Blevins
to remain in his house until the following Spring. As discussed below, Jack overstayed
that deadline by about 5 years.
John Brown apparently attempted to evict Devil Will from his portion of the Hazel Lands
in 1783 as well. It is unclear if Brown had been issued his own Writ of Possession or if
he based his ownership claims on the above-mentioned Shelby Writ and his purchase
of the land from Shelby. In any event, Devil Will refused to vacate the land.
According to later documents, the Sullivan County Sheriff convened a hearing and
empanelled a jury to decide if possession of the land should go to John Brown or if it
should be retained by Devil Will. This local jury apparently found in favor of Devil Will
and this decision touched off a series of new lawsuits. Sometime after the 1783
dispossession attempts, at least two relevant Superior Court lawsuits were filed: John
Shelby vs. William Blevins and Others (the “Others” included John Blevins, Sr., John
Blevins Jr., James Blevins, and a man named John Gossett) and John Brown vs.
William Blevins.
Although Devil Will Blevins was named as the principle defendant in the John Shelby
vs. William Blevins, the inclusion of John Blevins the Elder, Jack Blevins, and James
Blevins as defendants further reinforce the familial ties between these men. The
exclusion of Dillon, Henry, and Abraham Blevins from the list of defendants is easy to
explain.
At the time of the first Blevins settlement upon these lands, Dillon Blevins was still living
in Virginia. By 1783, Dillon Blevins was known to be living on the southern portion of
the land along with Devil Will (see above and discussion on Dillon Blevins).
Also at their time of first settlement, Henry and Abraham Blevins would likely have both
been considered minors and were both probably living in the household of John Blevins,
the Elder. In 1775, Abraham, and in 1777, Henry enlisted in Revolutionary War service
and by 1783, both men were probably living elsewhere on their own (see discussions on
Henry and Abraham Blevins).
The period between 1783 and 1788 was one of significant political flux for the area.
The Revolution ended in 1783 and in that same year, North Carolina split off the
majority of Washington County and established Davidson County to the west. Greene
County was also established from the remaining western half of the newly downsized
Washington County. In 1784, Sullivan, Washington, and Greene Counties formed the
provisional State of Franklin in an attempt to secede from North Carolina.
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In 1786, "Will Blevins" signed a Petition that called for North Carolina to reestablish
control over Sullivan County (from the State of Franklin) and to divide off the western
portion of Sullivan County. In 1787, North Carolina established Hawkins County from
the western portion of Sullivan County and by 1788, the State of Franklin had faded into
history as North Carolina reestablished control. It is unclear if this "Will Blevins" was
Devil Will Blevins or Colonel William Blevins.
On July 10, 1788, North Carolina finally granted William [Devil Will] Blevins 1120 acres
(Land Grant #466, Sullivan TN DB #1, page 326) on the north side of the Holston River
in Sullivan County based on his 1779 Land Entries and Survey Warrants. It is important
to note that the 1120 acres granted to Devil Will Blevins did not fully overlap the 1250
acres of the Hazel Lands. The metes and bounds for both grants combined with later
court records show that the Blevins grant overlapped only the southern half of the Hazel
Lands. As such, Devil Will’s grant lands included all of the land sold to John Brown and
some amount of land retained by John Shelby to the north. The balance of Devil Will’s
grant land lay to the west of the Hazel Lands along the Holston (see map of Holston
Land Grants as of 1788 on following page).
Prompted perhaps by Devil Will’s grant, in 1788 John Shelby once again called upon
the Sullivan County Sheriff to evict Jack Blevins from his house and lands. A May 20,
1798 deposition by Jonathan Morrell contained the following relative to this eviction:
In obedience to a commission to me directed I proceed to take the deposition of Jonathan
Morrel he being of lawful age and duly sworn desposeth and sayth that on a certain time
he was in company with John Blevins and John Shelby Senr, the time he cannot
remember but he thinks it was about ten or eleven years ago [about 1788] but says it was
about the time that said Blevins was dispossessed by said Shelby. They talked in a
friendly manner and Mr. Shelby told Mr. Blevins that he had put his wife and children
into the house again that they were put out of. Said Blevins told said Shelby at that time
that he need not have been at the trouble to have dispossessed him for he would at any
time at his request removed of that land. Then Mr. Shelby replied to Blevins and said
Ah Jacky it shant hurt you and further your deponent sayth not.

The above deposition offers further evidence that it was Jack Blevins, not John Blevins
the Elder, who remained firm on the Shelby land. The fact that his "wife and children"
were mentioned essentially excludes John Blevins the Elder as he would have been in
his late 60s at the time and all of his known children were living elsewhere. This
deposition also provides proof that "Jack (or Jacky)" was used as a nickname for this
John Blevins.
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Both the 1788 and earlier 1783 dispossessions of John Blevins by John Shelby were
confirmed by a May 27, 1799 deposition by John Cawood:
Deponent says that in the year 1782 or 1783 to the best of deponent’s recollection,
deponent was summoned by Archie Taylor then Sheriff of Sullivan County to assist said
Taylor in putting John Shelby Senr into possession of a tract of land [and] house in said
County. That deponent and others went with the said Taylor and that said Taylor did
then put the said John Shelby into possession of said land. That deponent heard the
said John Shelby tell the said John Blevins’ wife to remain in the house with the family
until the first day of the then next ensuing March at which time the said John Shelby
was to have the possession again. That the said John Blevins continued in
possession of said land until about the year 1788 at which time George Ruthledge
being Sheriff for said county, the said George Rutledge did dispossess the said John
Blevins. That the said John Blevins soon after built a house on land adjoining said
tract and continued to work said land as heretofore except for two years and has since
continued to work the said land or a part thereof but upon what conditions deponent does
not know. Says he was also present when the said George Rutledge did dispossess the
said John Blevins. That there was no violence nor ill language made use of by either of
the parties or any of their families at either of the times of dispossessing.

The above deposition shows that following his 1788 eviction, Jack Blevins built a new
cabin on land adjoining the Shelby tract but continued to farm the Shelby land for an
extended period of time. An August 1, 1797 deposition by John Gorsuch confirmed this
move:
He being duly sworn desposeth and sayth at the time that John Blevins Senr was
dispossessed by George Rutledge Sheriff the said John Blevins came to him and told
him that he was to move off against a certain time from the house that he was
dispossessed from – and applied to him for to help him the said John Blevins to build a
house to live in and accordingly helped the said John Blevins to build a house. Your
deponent sayth that he believes that the said John Blevins Senr moved from the
house where he was dispossessed to the house built within three weeks from the
time of dispossession. Your deponent further sayth that he heard Isaac Shelby (son of
John Shelby Senr) say that he had sown rye at John Blevins Senr, and that family’s
horses had eat it up. Further your deponent sayth not.

The above deposition perfectly exemplifies the problems with, and the transitorily nature
of, the terms Senior and Junior. The above clearly refers to Jack Blevins who was
being named as "John Blevins, Senr." This suggests that John Blevins the Elder had
died either by the time the deposition was given (August 1, 1797) or by the time
referenced within the deposition (1788).
The only mention of Devil Will relative to the eviction of Jack Blevins was in a November
19, 1798 deposition given by Samuel May, Sr.:
The said Samuel May being duly sworn doth depose and say that he frequently heard the
said John Blevins and John Shelby discoursing respecting some land then in
controversy between the said John Shelby and William Blevins on part of which
said land the said John Blevins dwelt. That the said John Blevins then desired that
the said John Shelby would not involve him the said John Blevins in any trouble or
expense respecting said land for that he the said John Blevins was ready to deliver up
the part whereon he dwelt whenever required and the deponent saith he heard the said
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John Shelby say he would not put the said John Blevins to any trouble or expense
respecting said lands and that he might remain on said lands until the suit was
determined or words to that effect and further saith not.

The Samuel May deposition confirmed that Jack Blevins originally lived on land claimed
by both John Shelby and Devil Will and not on the parcel sold to John Brown. Samuel
May was the second husband of John Shelby’s daughter Catherine and subsequently
obtained ownership of the land from which Jack was evicted.
Three more depositions, given in November 1798, by Thomas Morrell, Andrew Greer,
and "Dillen" Blevins all reinforce a theme found in the above sworn statements: Jack
Blevins was basically a passive actor in the overall land dispute.
Devil Will Blevins was clearly not a passive actor in the land dispute and, in 1788, he
filed counter suits against John Shelby and John Brown in the North Carolina
Washington District Superior Court of Law & Equity at Jonesboro. Dillon Blevins and
John Carter stood as Securities, bound in the amount of eight hundred dollars, for Devil
Will in his lawsuit against John Shelby. Pending trial, the court issued injunctions
prohibiting eviction actions by Shelby or Brown against Devil Will.
On January 6, 1792, John Brown, Jr. wrote a letter to Thomas Madison, Esq.
concerning the main Devil Will land controversy. This letter (Draper manuscript
#5ZZ88, transcribed by B. B. Blevins) raised a number of issues relative to the
Granville, Buchanan, and Blevins grants:
Dear Sir
th

By last post I received your letter of the 5 December. I am sorry to inform you that as
yet it is not in my power to transmit to you the information you have required relative to
the charters to Virginia & to the grant to Earl Granville. Hazard’s collection of State
papers is not as yet published, & William Jefferson’s engagements in public business
since your letter came to hand, have been such as to prevent me from obtaining from him
any information upon the subject. I however have no doubt but the grant to Earl
Granville included the lands in dispute & that it was prior to Buchanan’s patent. But
admitting this to be the case, I cannot think that Blevins can by any means derive any
advantage from it.
The patent issued to Buchanan under the supposition that the lands in question lay
within the bounds of Virginia & the contrary was not ascertained until sometime after the
estate of Earl Granville had been confiscated by the State of North Carolina in 1776 or
1777. When upon the extension of the boundary of the two States, it was discovered that
the lands lay in North Carolina , it was conceded by all that the legal title of Buchanan
thereto was invalid, but so strongly was his claim founded in equity (having been led
into the error, only by the omission of the States to ascertain their lands), that upon
application in 1782 or 1783 the Assembly of North Carolina passed an Act confirming his
title provided the same would have been good under the laws of Virginia had the lands
been found to lie therein. This Act unless I am misinformed was prior to the patent
obtained by Blevins & passed at a time when the State by virtue of the act of
confiscation aforesaid held all the right which the Earl of Granville had ever professed to
those lands, it therefore can be considered in no other light than that of a virtual, special
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Grant to the representatives of Buchanan of the right of the State to the lands in
question. The subsequent grant to Blevins must be deemed surreptitious & a nullity.
At a trial which was held in 1783 upon the land & at which I attended, I recollect
Blevins’s attorney produced copies of entries which Col. Preston had made of the land
in (I think) Carter’s office when it first opened. I do not know whether they would avail
anything at Greene, but think they will be found to be of prior date to those upon which
Blevins made his surveys. Should you attend the trial I wish you to make my best
compliments to Col. Avery – he has in his hands a note given by me on which there is a
balance due which would have been paid long since had an opportunity of sending the
money offered. If you can make it convenient to lift the note whatever may appear to be
due there on shall be paid to your order on sight. I would not taken the time to mention
this matter to you did I know how to convey the money to Col. Avery.
Congress has made but little progress in business during the present session. – The bile
fixing the ratio of representation has not yet passed – nor has any plan for the defense of
the frontiers & the prosecution of the war against the northwestern Indians been as yet
brought forward.
I am your friend & able servant
J. Brown

Much of the information provided by the above letter could be interpreted to support the
claim made by Devil Will. Brown basically admitted that the Granville grant had
predated and superseded the Buchanan grant but suggested that the issue had been
rendered moot in 1776 when North Carolina confiscated the remaining Granville lands.
Brown also admitted to the general agreement that Buchanan’s grant was invalidated by
the 1779 determination that the Hazel Lands were actually in North Carolina. Finally,
Brown stated that Buchanan’s legal title to the Hazel Lands was reinstated only by the
previously mentioned 1782 Act of the North Carolina Assembly. Brown suggested, in
fact, that the 1782 Act was passed specifically and solely for the benefit of the
Buchanan estate and represented a “special Grant” by North Carolina.
If true, then the 1782 Act could be viewed as a Bill of Attainder and lends credence to
Devil Will’s contention that the 1782 Act was “…a violation of the Laws of Contracts, of
nature, the unalienable rights of man, and the Constitution of the State…”. Bills of
Attainder were subsequently forbidden by Article I, section 9, clause 3 of the United
States Constitution (ratified June 21, 1788).
Brown argued that the 1788 North Carolina grant to William Blevins was “surreptitious
and a nullity” because it was predated by North Carolina’s 1782 “special Grant” to the
Buchanan’s estate. Brown ignored, however, the fact that William Blevins had applied
for his grant in 1779, three years prior to the 1782 “special Grant”.
Brown made mention of a 1783 trial “upon the land”. This was almost certainly the
previously discussed action taken by the Sullivan County Sheriff to determine if Brown
had the right to evict Devil Will from the land. Brown also made mention of an
upcoming trial. This was presumably a reference to the ongoing Superior Court actions
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in Jonesboro. He also made a cryptic mention to something “at Greene” but his actual
meaning is unclear.
When Brown first acquired his portion of the Hazel Lands in 1783, he lived in
Washington County, Virginia (Sullivan TN DB #2, page 452). Later documents suggest
that he moved to Kentucky sometime in the 1790s. As will be discussed later, he
disposed of this property in 1813 and was living in Franklin County, Kentucky at the
time. As will also be discussed later, Thomas Madison, to whom the above letter was
addressed, played a part in the disposal of this property.
Brown wrote the above letter from Philadelphia and his closing remarks suggest he
was, at the time, serving as a member of the United States Congress. Although John
Brown, Jr. was undoubtedly a common name, he was almost certainly the same John
Brown Jr. who was a cousin to the Preston family and who was born in Staunton,
Virginia on September 12, 1757. He served as a Continental Congress Virginia
Delegate in 1777 and 1778, as a Virginia Congressman from 1789 to 1792, and as a
Senator from Kentucky from 1792 to 1805. He served as President pro tempore of the
United States Senate during the Eighth Congress.
On September 26, 1794, the Superior Court of Law and Equity issued its final rulings on
Devil Will’s lawsuits against John Shelby and John Brown:
William Blevins vs. John Shelby
th

On Friday the 26 of September this Cause came on to be heard before the honourable
Court and Council learned in the Law on both sides the Plaintiffs Bill and defendants
answer were read and duly considered, and the Several paragraphs of Law and
arguments offered by Council on both sides in Support of the Claims set for in the matter,
It is ordered by the Court here that the Petition of the Complainant for a Rehearing be set
aside and that the Claim of the Defendant be confirmed. From which order the
Complainant prayed an appeal to the Superior Federal Court of the United States to be
held in the city of Philadelphia which was granted for reasons filed as follows to wit.
st

1 . It appears from the Depositions that the defendant came to the land in dispute and
probably some other persons about the year 1773 soon after he had made a purchase
under a Grant from the State of Virginia and found the Plaintiff Settled on the Said Land
which was the first notice the plaintiff received of the defendants Claim.
nd

2 . It appears from the pleadings and Exhibits that the Said disputed Land was Situated
within the Limits of North Carolina after the extension of the Boundary Line between that
State and Virginia.
rd

3 . That the Plaintiff in Order to Secure his Rights acquired by Occupancy and under the
Idea that the Land would fall within the State of North Carolina in the months of July and
October 1779 paid the Consideration to the State of North Carolina and made two [sic]
Entries according to law and afterwards obtained a Grant thereupon.
th

4 . That the assembly of North Carolina in the year 1782 passed a law declaring the
Grant under which the Defendant claimed valid.
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th

5 . The Counsel for the Plaintiff Supposing that his first occupancy agreeable to the
Laws of nature gave him an Equitable title to the land which being afterwards confirmed
by his entries and the Grant obtained from North Carolina for the same and Supposing
that the act of 1782 is a violation of the Laws of Contracts. of nature, the unalienable
rights of man and the Constitution of the State in as much as the Legislature in passing
the act aforesaid assumed a right which was not nor Could have been conceded by the
Said Constitution. To wit,
The disposition of private property and the Effectual Prosecution of the aforesaid appeal
the Complainant William Blevins gave Dillen Blevins and John Carter Securities who
were bound in Eight Hundred Dollars.
William Blevins vs. John Brown
On Rehearing the last two suits it is ordered by the Court here that the Petition for
Rehearing be set aside and the claim of the Defendants be confirmed and appeal Prayed
and Granted as in the foregoing suit.

In dismissing Devil Will’s suits and denying him his petitions for rehearing, the Court
basically put the land dispute issue to rest (or so it was assumed). The ownership
claims of both Shelby and Brown were reaffirmed and judgments were issued in favor of
Shelby and Brown to collect court costs from Devil Will and others. The Court granted
Devil Will the right to appeal the rulings to the Federal Superior Court in Philadelphia,
but it is unknown if such an appeal was actually pursued. As a final act of irony, one of
the Superior Court judges who issued the final ruling was named David Campbell (John
McNairy and Joseph Anderson were the other judges). On March 17, 1795 a new Writ
of Possession was issued to John Shelby.
An interesting component of the Blevins – Shelby – Brown dispute is the probable
(albeit minor) involvement of John Sevier. (John Sevier was one of the commanding
Colonels at the Battle of Kings Mountain, the Governor of the failed State of Franklin,
and the first Governor of Tennessee.) Sevier had settled on Holston land just east of
the Hazel Lands in about 1773, but had moved to the Watauga River area by about
1776. A man named John Sevier was listed on the August 1791 Witness Docket for the
land dispute case of William Blevins vs. John Shelby but it isn’t known if he actually
provided testimony. During the same August 1791 court session, a man named John
Sevier sat on the Jury for the land dispute case of William Blevins vs. John Brown.
John Sevier was clearly acquainted with the Blevins family. His journal contains a
November 20, 1798 entry that reads in part: “Wm. Harilson of Granger Hunted many
years ago on Obias River [probably Obey River], in the Co. with Jack & Will Bleavens.”
In 1797, Jack Blevins filed a new lawsuit against John Shelby. This suit did not
challenge the earlier land dispute ruling but rather sought to prevent John Shelby from
collecting court costs. Jack Blevins claimed that he had always offered to vacate the
contested land upon request and that Shelby had agreed throughout the process that
he would not seek damages or cost recovery against him.
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Jack Blevins lost his case and a Writ of Fieri Facias was executed against John Blevins,
Sr. to recover $84.04 in costs due to John Shelby. This Writ was first levied on
December 20, 1802 on two head of horses. The horses were not sold “for want of
bidders”. The Writ was reissued on December 6, 1803 and the debt was satisfied.
The Jonesboro Superior Court also issued numerous Writs of Fieri Facias against Devil
Will and others in attempts to collect suit-related costs due to John Shelby, to John
Brown, and to the State. The date of the first Writ is unclear but it may have been
issued as early as 1795. Multiple attempts were made by the sheriff of Sullivan County
to sell Blevins property at auction to satisfy these Writs but each execution was
unsuccessful due to a lack bidders. One Writ, originally dated 1797, carried notations
made by the Sullivan County sheriff(s) as follows:
[1797] Levied on 500 acres of land but not sold for want of bidders. Alias to March Term
1798. [signed by] Francis Gaines.
[1798] Executed not sold for the want of bidders. Alias to March term 1799. [signed by]
Isaac Shelby.

The 500 acres of land referenced in the 1797 execution was the property Devil Will had
retained (not taken by Shelby and Brown) from his 1788 grant of 1120 acres. Similar
attempts to execute Writs were made in 1800, 1801, and 1802 without success.
In March 1803, five different Writs were issued (or reissued) to the Sullivan County
sheriff. According to Sullivan County Deed Book #9 (pages 123, 124, and 125), these
five Writs targeted the following people for the following amounts:
1. John Shelby against William Blevins Sr., John Blevins, James Blevins and John
Gossett for $457.04½.
2. John Brown against William Blevins for $99.81½.
3. John Shelby against William Blevins for $92.94½.
4. State against William Blevins for $36.00½.
5. John Shelby against William Blevins, John Blevins Sr., John Blevins Jr., and James
Blevins for $34.15½.

One Writ was returned to the Court with the sheriff’s notation:
Levied the Writ with four others on two tracts of land the property of William Blevins to be
sold 13 Aug 1803 [unsigned]

Another returned Writ carried a similar sheriff’s notation:
This Writ with four others levied on two tracts of land containing nine hundred acres more
or less to be sold 13 Aug 1803 [signed by] James T. Gaines D.S.

These Writ notations suggest that in addition his 500 acre parcel, Devil Will held a
second parcel of land containing about 400 acres. I can find no records relative to Devil
Will acquiring or disposing of a 400-acre tract of land but land transfers at the time were
often concluded with unrecorded, personally written Bills of Sale. It is therefore possible
that Devil Will held informal title to additional land. As will be discussed later, there
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were some irregularities associated with the real size of Devil Will’s 500 acre parcel but
these irregularities only represented (based on deed recordings) about 200 acres of
additional land. I think the most reasonable explanation is that the sheriff mistakenly
included the disputed John Brown parcel (at the time believed to include 416 acres) as
part of Devil Will’s land holdings. As will be discussed later, Devil Will was still living on
the John Brown parcel at the time the above Writs were levied.
The 500-acre tract was sold at auction on August 13, 1803 for $16 dollars to Major John
Carter. Six dollars of the proceeds were retained by the Sullivan County sheriff to cover
his costs, yielding only $10 for Writ satisfaction. Deputy Sheriff James T. Gaines
provided the following receipt to John Carter relative to this sale:
Received of John Carter the sum of $10 dollars in full of the sum by him bid for a certain
tract of land lying in Sullivan County, adjoining the lands of Ireson Longacre and others.
Sold as the property of William Blevins Sr to satisfy five Writs of Fieri Facias obtained
against him by John Shelby and John Brown, said Carter being the highest bidder.
[Sullivan TN DB #9, page 125]

The above receipt represents the first known instance where the Senior suffix was used
for Devil Will. In either 1803 or 1805, John Carter signed the 500-acre tract back over
to Devil Will:
John Carter purchased at Sheriffs sale a certain tract of land whereon William Blevins
now lives. I do hereby acknowledge that the said Blevins has fully satisfied me for the
same and I do hereby relinquish all my right, title, interest, claim and demand to the same
to the said William Blevins.
John Carter (seal) Test: William (x) Blevins, William Bean [Sullivan TN DB #9, page
169]

A transcription of Sullivan County Deed Book #9 shows a date of September 1, 1803 for
the above conveyance. This transaction was also recorded in the Carter County Court
minutes of November 18, 1820 and a transcription of these minutes shows a
conveyance date of September 1, 1805. Clearly an error was introduced either in an
original recording or in a contemporary transcription. I have not, to date, reviewed the
original relevant documents.
The actual date of conveyance becomes less relevant considering Devil Will never
officially recorded the above Deed of Relinquishment. (It was eventually recorded
posthumously in Sullivan County on March 5, 1821.) It would be easy to speculate that
Devil Will, John Carter, and perhaps other potential bidders had conspired to defraud
Shelby and Brown of all but $10 of the costs due. With the deed left unrecorded, the
land still technically belonged to John Carter and would therefore have been safe from
further legal actions directed against Devil Will.
Although this land title “conspiracy” is unproven, an 1818 court document alleged that
William Blevins and John Carter were responsible for the disappearance of most of the
Superior Court documents pertaining to the Shelby and Brown lawsuits. This 1818
court action will be discussed in detail later.
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After the 1803 sheriff’s sale, Shelby and Brown apparently gave up trying to collect
costs. The State of Tennessee, however, made at least three more attempts. A
December 1803 Writ issued against William Blevins (State vs. William Blevins) was
returned by the sheriff with the notation “Nothing found”, suggesting that Devil Will
“owned” no land or chattels against which the Writ could be levied.
A June 1804 Writ was issued against Jack Blevins for costs due to the State in his
separate lawsuit with John Shelby. A notation to this Writ read:
th

Levied on six head of horses the property of John Blevins Senr June the 25 1804. Not
sold for want of bidders [signed by] Thomas Rockhold

In September 1806, a Writ was issued against John Blevins to collect $16.07 in costs
due to the State. Attempts to collect monies with this Writ were apparently unsuccessful
and it represents the last document extant in the Court records relative to the various
Shelby- Blevins and Brown-Blevins lawsuits.
There are no known records suggesting that any attempts were made to collect monies
from two of the defendants; James Blevins and John Gossett. This might suggest that
James Blevins (and Gossett) had already removed themselves from the county.
On September 26, 1806, John Carter executed a second document relative to the 500
acres of land he had purchased at sheriff’s sale in August of 1803:
I assign and transfer my right and title of the within receipt to John Blevins Jr and
request the sheriff to make deed of conveyance for the within described land to the said
Blevins as he has given value to me for the same. [signed by] John Carter [Sullivan TN
DB #9, page 125]

Carter’s redundant conveyance of this land could easily suggest that Devil Will had died
sometime before September 26, 1806 and that John Blevins, Jr. was Devil Will’s son
and heir. Later documents will disprove this death date but will prove this assumed
relationship.
The sheriff of Sullivan County in 1806 was Thomas Shelby (son of John Shelby) and he
apparently “neglected” to convey the land to John Blevins, Jr. per John Carter’s request.
The land was finally conveyed by Sheriff’s Deed to John Blevins, Jr. on August 20, 1819
by Sheriff James Phagan (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 123).
Most of the preceding land-dispute information was gleaned from the surviving records
of the Washington District Superior Court of Law and Equity at Jonesboro. The
surviving records include administrative and supportive documents housed at East
Tennessee State University and a number of court rulings that had been transcribed by
the Works Progress Administration as part of its depression-era Historic Records
Survey.
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Although the records pertaining to the John (Jack) Blevins vs. John Shelby lawsuit
appear to be fairly robust, most of the records pertaining to the various William Blevins,
John Shelby, and John Brown lawsuits have apparently been lost. This loss of
documentation was noted as early as 1807. A hand-written notation in the John Shelby
vs. William Blevins and Others administrative accounting book reads:
th

No original papers. Lost. Sept 12 1807

A more expansive, but undated notation was made in the administrative accounting
book for the case of John Brown vs. William Blevins:
No original papers. All lost. Jas Vacocyor [?] 12 Sept 1807 first discovered it. John
Carter was appointed in Sept 1794.

The John Carter mentioned in the above notation served as Master of Equity and Clerk
for the Jonesboro Superior Court. He was almost certainly the same Major John Carter
who purchased Devil Will’s 500 acres in the 1803 sheriff’s sale. As will be discussed
later, an 1818 court document proves that Carter was married to one of Devil Will’s
nieces and implies that John Carter was responsible for the “disappearance” of the
original Superior Court records.
As mentioned above, the Superior Court issued a final Writ of Possession to John
Shelby on March 17, 1795. Although the Superior Court clearly ruled in favor of John
Brown over William Blevins, I was unable to find any record of a Writ of Possession
being issued to John Brown. The Writ may have never been issued, or it may have
simply “disappeared” along with other court documents. In any event, John Brown was
living in Franklin County, Kentucky at the time and his location probably put him at a
disadvantage relative to his pursuit of his land rights. The net effect was that Devil Will
never vacated the lands won by John Brown.
In October of 1813, John Brown assigned his Hazel Lands parcel to Patrick Henry
Madison for $10 (Sullivan TN DB #6, page 435). The language of this assignment
contained the descriptive language “480 acres by resurvey”. On November 7, 1817, the
parcel became the property of James King, Jr. The King family operated an iron works
and had significant land holdings in Sullivan County at the time. The language of this
indenture presented a rather convoluted pathway to the King acquisition:
William P. Thompson of Washington County, VA to James King, Jr. of Sullivan Co. for
$1000, 416 acres in Sullivan County, part of a tract of 1250 acres granted to John
Buckhannen [sic] by patent bearing date Jun 17, 1753. The said tract containing by
estimation 416 acres being the same conveyed by John Brown to Patrick Henry
Maddison [sic] and also devised by Thomas Maddison [sic] dec’d to the said Patrick and
by him conveyed to the said Thompson, lying on Holston River and known by the name
of Blevins Place. [Sullivan TN DB #9, page 402]

Note that the Brown parcel was apparently known locally as “Blevins Place”. Note also
that the above indenture specified 416 acres “by estimation”. This 416 acre “estimation”
is probably based on the original deed language that specified 1/3 of a 1250-acre tract.
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This 416 acre designation differed from the 1813 indenture description of 480 acres “by
resurvey”.
Following his 1817 acquisition, James King, Jr. faced the exact same problem
encountered by John Shelby 44 years earlier; his land was occupied by Devil Will and
other members of the Blevins family.
The James King, Jr. Land Dispute
On December 31, 1818, James King, Jr. filed a lawsuit against Devil Will in the District
Supreme Court of Errors and Appeals. King requested that the Court issue him a Writ of
Possession for the land and compel Devil Will to pay back-rents and profits on the land
he was occupying.
Note: Tennessee had renamed its Superior Court of Law and Equity the Supreme Court of Errors and
Appeals in 1809. In 1834, Tennessee again reorganized its judiciary by adding a system of Chancery
Courts. The District Chancery Court at Rogersville, Hawkins County, TN became the successor to the
District Supreme Court of Errors and Appeals. The documents associated with the James King lawsuit
are part of the records of the District Chancery Court and were transcribed by Don Farquhar of the
Hawkins County Archives. His contribution to this research is gratefully acknowledged.

The original Bill of Complaint submitted by King was fairly extensive. It provided a
reasonably accurate ownership history of the Hazel Lands and offered narratives of the
earlier lawsuits involving John Shelby, John Brown, and William Blevins. The Complaint
contained a few obvious errors, some hyperbole, and a great deal of repetition. It also
contained some priceless information relative to Devil Will’s family structure.
Following are selected excerpts from King’s 1818 original Bill of Complaint, each
followed by brief comments on the information conveyed:
And your Orator further states to your Honors that some time about the year 1782 as
your Orator has been informed and believes a certain William Blevins, now William
Blevins Senr, pretending that he had made an entry in some office established by the
authority of the State of North Carolina for a great part of the land contained in the
aforesaid Grant to the said John Buckannon [sic] and also pretending that he had
obtained a Grant in said Entry he the said William Blevins intruded himself into the
possession of said Tract of Land although the said John & Evan Shelby were in quiet
and peaceable possession of the same and although he the said William Blevins well
knew that he had no good and valid title or honest claim to said Land.

King incorrectly suggested above that Devil Will first settled on the disputed land in
1782. The contention that Devil Will “pretended” to have made entries and having
received a grant for his land is also a mischaracterization of the documented historical
facts.
And your Orator further states that the said William Blevins and others afterward in the
Court of Equity aforesaid exhibited petitions to have said Causes reheard and on
argument being heard in support of said Petitions they were ordered by the Court to be
dismissed and it was further ordered by the Court that Writs of Possessions should
issue to remove the complainants from the possession of said Land and to put the said
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Brown and Shelby in possession of the same which was done as far as respects the part
of said Land claimed by Shelby & they and those claiming under them have continued
said possession ever since but of the part claimed by the said John Brown formerly &
now by your Orator the said William Blevins hath still kept possession by force and
Arms and in defiance of Law going armed and threatening to kill and destroy any one
who shall disturb him.

King confirmed in the above excerpt that Shelby was issued a Writ of Possession for his
lands but suggested that such a Writ was either never issued to, or enforced by, John
Brown. He also confirmed that Devil Will never vacated the John Brown land following
the decisions of the Superior Court. His contention that “William Blevins hath still kept
possession by force and Arms and in defiance of Law” may or may not have been
dramatic exaggeration, but it was almost exactly the same contention made by a later
writer. Recall that in his 1849 letter to Lyman Draper, former Virginia Governor David
Campbell wrote that the Blevins men “held possession [of the disputed lands] by force
against the authority of the courts”.
Your Orator further states that some time before the determination of the suit between
the said John Brown & the said William Blevins respecting said Land as herein before set
forth One John Blevins a Brother of the said William had also intruded himself into
the possession of said land claimed by the said Brown and after determination of
said suit the said John Brown instituted an Action of Trespass ag’t the said John
Blevins in the Superior Court of Law for the district of Washington and recovered
damages of him to a considerable amount whereupon the same John Blevins filed a bill
on the Equity side of said Court and obtained an Injunction against said Judgment &
about the year 1802 said last mentioned suit was also determined in favor of the said
John Brown who obtained the benefit of his Judgment at Law against the said John
Blevins for trespassing on the Land now claimed by your Orator.

The above excerpt provides proof that Jack and Devil Will Blevins were brothers and
that Jack moved onto the lower section of the Hazel Lands after being evicted by John
Shelby. There are no extant Superior Court records to support the contention that John
Brown actually sued Jack Blevins for his trespass, which could mean that King was in
error about this action. Alternately, it could mean that any records of a John Brown vs.
John Blevins lawsuit simply “disappeared” along with most of the William Blevins lawsuit
records.
But the said John Brown having removed to the State of Kentucky & having also
about the time of the determination of said mentioned suit having sold said Land to the
said Rowley Madison who dying shortly after said purchase left said land to the aforesaid
Patrick Henry Madison then an infant of tender years and who has not long since attained
the age of maturity and the said William Blevins being a desperate lawless kind of
man who constantly went armed and threatened to kill any one who should disturb
him in the possession of said Land it has so happened that the said William Blevins
hath still kept possession of said Land notwithstanding a Judgment at Law and a Decree
in Equity in full force against him and hath all the time enjoyed the rents & profits of said
Parcel of Land.
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The above excerpt confirms that John Brown moved to Kentucky and at some point
transferred his parcel to the Madison family. King failed to mention the subsequent
transfer from Patrick Madison to William P. Thompson and he increased the hyperbole
by calling Devil Will “a desperate lawless kind of man”.
Your Orator also further states that at the time of final determination of the aforesaid suits
between the said William Blevins and the said Brown & Shelby respecting said Land
herein before described a certain John Carter was either then or shortly after Clerk &
Master in the Court where said suits were determined and had the custody of the
records of said suits and the said John Carter was married to a niece of said William
Blevins and moreover the said John Carter & Dillen [sic] Blevins his father-in-law &
brother of William Blevins were security for the prosecution of said suits in Equity to a
considerable amount, and so it has happened that since the determination of said Suits
the records of said suits have all disappeared and except the before mentioned
Decrees and some other fragments in the minute Docket there is not a vestige of the
records of said suits either in Law or Equity remaining including the prosecution bond
before mentioned And among other spoilation [sic] of Records in this case practiced and
done your Orator begs leave to state that the Record of the Will of the said John
Buckannon [sic] was cut from the Book where it was recorded in the County of
Augusta in the state of Virginia whereby a link of the legal title under which your Orator
claims the af’d Tract of Land is destroyed and your Orator has no remedy left whereby to
get possession of said Tract of Land but by the aid of a Court of Equity.

The above excerpt provides proof that Devil Will and Dillon Blevins were also brothers
and that John Carter was married to one of Dillon’s daughters. King also strongly
implied that John Carter had destroyed or removed court records.
On August 6, 1819, Devil Will filed his Answer to King’s Bill of Complaint. Like King’s
Bill of Complaint, Devil Will’s Answer was fairly extensive and contained its own share
of hyperbole. The transcription of this Answer is presented below in its entirety (some
punctuation and paragraph breaks have been added for clarity):
This Respondent saving and reserving to himself now and at all times hereafter, all and
all manner of benefit and advantage of exception that can or may be had or taken to the
many errors uncertainties and insufficienties in the said Bill contained for answer thereto
or to so much thereof as the Respondent is advised to be material to answer answereth
and says That he knows nothing of his own knowledge of a Grant being issued from the King of
Great Britain to John Buchannon [sic] for the land mentioned in the Complainants Bill and
if any such Grant ever was issued this Respondent is advised and believes the same was
obtained by Fraud and imposition as he is advised and believes that at the time said
Grant is charged to have been issued the King of Great Britain did not claim the land in
that section of the Country and if such Grant had been made it would not have intended
to cover the land now claimed by the Compl’t because that Grant as the Respondent is
advised covers no land but what at that time lay in the County of Augusta in the State
(Colony) of Virginia and the Respondent is informed and believes the then Colony of
Virginia did not pretend to exercise a jurisdiction in that section of the Country but that the
same was then & and for a long time thereafter was unsettled by civilized People and
inhabited only by Savages.
This Respondent admits that he has been informed that some such act of the
Legislature of North Carolina as charged in the Complainants Bill confirming said Grant
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was passed, but he insists that he ought not in no wise to be prejudged thereby as his
equitable claim to the land in dispute is prior to the passage of the said Act and it could
not (as your Respondent conceives and is advised) have been the intention of the
Legislature of N Carolina to affect any prior claim by the passage of the said act and he is
informed that the said Act was procured by gross fraud and falsehood imposed on
the Legislature.
This Respondent knows nothing of his own knowledge respecting the sale and transfer of
the said land mentioned in the Compl’s Bill and insists that the Complainant may be held
to strict proof of the same before he shall derive any benefit therefrom, nor does he
believe that Rowley Madison devised the land mentioned in the Bill as therein charged.
This Respondent further answereth that in or about the year 1770 he made an
improvement on the land now claimed by the Complt and after continuing in possession
of it some time he made a contract for the same with Alexander Cameron the then
Agent of the King of Great Britain resident amongst the Indians by and with consent
of the Chief of the Tribe claiming said land for which he paid then $130 dollars the
sum agreed on as the full price of the said land and he has continued in possession
thereof from that time to this.
This Respondent further answereth and saith that soon after the Office for entering land
in that section of the Country was open, and long before the passage of the aforesaid
confirmatory act, he made three entries for said land in the said Office and in the year
1787 [sic, 1788] procured a Grant to be issued to himself thereon copies of which
entries or warrants that issued thereon as well as a Copy of the Grant this Respondent
will endeavor to procure when the same may be required by the Honorable Court.
This Respondent further answereth that some time in the year 1783 or thereabouts
John Brown came on the land and demanded possession of this Respondent which
he refused to give and told the said Brown he held the said land as his own property after
which the said Brown procured a warrant of Forcible entry and detainer to be issued to try
the right of possession of the said land upon which a Jury was summoned by the
Sheriff who determined the right of possession to be in the Respondent.
This Respondent further answereth that a number of years ago Suits were brought
against him by John and Evan Shelby but not for the land now claimed by the
Complainant, but of what description of suits he does not know as he is entirely
illiterate and unacquainted with law proceedings he also admits that John Brown
brought suit against him and that a Bill in Equity was filed respecting them but how
they were disposed of he does not now recollect, but if as Complt charges, he is
advised it was contrary both to law and equity and no process to enforce said
Judgement or decree (if any such was obtained) was to the Knowledge of this Resp’t
ever taken out, of one thing he is certain, that those with whom he was contending
possessed great influence in the Country as well as the advantage of education
and wealth and a knowledge of land titles of which the Respondent was destitute,
and if any advantage was gained over him it was not because law or Justice was on the
side of his adversaries but because of their influence with witnesses & Juries and
having the heaviest purse to retain the ablest Counsel and even if it was true that such
a Decree as charged in Complainant Bill was made which this Respondent does by no
means admit he is advised the Complain’t can not now avail himself of it but as well as he
now recollects the land that he now claims, and which (or a part of it) is claimed by
Complainant was not in controversy in said suits.
With respect to the charges in the Bill, of the leaf being cut out of the Book of Records of
Augusta Court that contained the will of John Buchannan [sic] and the charges of the loss
of the Records of the Court of Washington District he can only say he is utterly ignorant
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how it came to pass if it ever took place at all and the insinuations the said bill that the
Respondent or some of his relations have embezzled said records are as far as
respects him or any other person to his knowledge are grossly unfounded and untrue
and he can not conceive what good purpose Complt expected to attain by said Charge
unless it was to prejudice the public mind against him this Respondent and against his
claim by dark insinuations that he must have known could not be verified.
With respect to the charge that this respondent goes armed and threatens to kill all that
would disturb him in the possession of the said land and thereby setting the laws of the
country at defiance he [illegible] [illegible] necessary to answer for he would think it too
preposterous for any man to believe that a feeble old man could set at defiance the
laws of North Carolina & Tennessee for many years and forcibly keep in possession of
a tract of land in contempt of a decree of the highest tribunal of the State. This
Respondent may have expressed indignation at the treatment he received and the abuse
that was heaped upon him by his adversaries but he never had any design but to
submit to the laws of his Country however hard they might operate on him.
This Respondent further answereth that he has been in the quiet and peaceable
possession of the said land for upwards of thirty years under the old Grant from the State
of North Carolina and no suit has ever been brought respecting the same by Complainant
or any of those under whom he claims to the knowledge or belief of this Respondent
since the year 1795 until the commencement of the present suit, and he insists that if the
complainant ever had any equitable or legal claim to the same he is now bound by the
act of Assembly passed for the limitation of time for the bringing of actions for
land and he insists upon the benefit of said Acts of Assembly and prays that on the final
hearing of this Cause they may be extended to him in as full a manner as if they were by
him now formally pleaded.

A common theme throughout Devil Will’s Answer was that he was the victim of powerful
and corrupt interests. He claimed he knew nothing of the original Buchanan Grant but
also suggested that if the grant had been made, it had been obtained “by fraud and
imposition”. He acknowledged the (1782) Act by the North Carolina legislature but
claimed the Act had been “procured by gross fraud and falsehood imposed on the
Legislature”. He admitted that Brown had sued him but claimed he couldn’t recall the
results of that case. He claimed that if Brown had won, the court decision was unjust
and “contrary both to law and equity”.
Devil Will claimed that his adversaries “possessed great influence in the country” and
had the “advantage of education and wealth” and the “knowledge of land titles”. He also
claimed that his adversaries exercised “their influence with witnesses and juries” and
had the “heaviest purse to retain the ablest counsel”.
King’s accusations that court records had been removed were, according to Devil Will,
unfounded dark insinuations intended to “prejudice the public mind against him”. Devil
Will ridiculed King’s claim that he held possession of the land by force by referring to
himself as a “feeble old man” who “never had any design but to submit to the laws of his
country however hard they might operate on him”.
Beyond the hyperbole, Devil Will’s Answer provided some significant information and
valid points of law. He confirmed, for example, the 1783 Sullivan County trial
(mentioned in John Brown’s 1792 letter) that effectively halted attempts by Brown to
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dispossess him from his land and he opined that King’s suit should be invalidated due to
the State’s time limit for bringing such suits.
The most significant information found in Devil Will’s Answer, however, concerns how
and when he first came to settle on his land. The previously discussed 1794 Superior
Court ruling had established that Devil Will was living on his Holston land at least as
early as 1773. In his 1819 Answer, Devil Will claimed that he had settled on the land
“in or about the year 1770” and had purchased the land from the local Indians through
the British Indian Agent Alexander Cameron.
Devil Will Blevins died in November 1819 and King’s pending lawsuit was either
dismissed or put on hold. Shortly after Devil Will’s death, King revived his lawsuit by
revising his Bill of Complaint; this time naming the heirs of Devil Will as defendants. As
part of his revised filing, King submitted a copy of Devil Will’s Last Will and Testament.
(A full transcription of this will is provided later in this discussion.)
In February of 1823, 81-year-old David Steil, Sr. and 87-year-old Timothy Acuff gave
depositions relative to their participation in a trial involving Devil Will’s right to remain on
disputed land. These men had served as jurors, presumably in the previously
discussed 1783 Brown vs. Blevins “trial upon the land” called by the Sullivan County
Sheriff. Neither man could recall exactly who was challenging Devil Will’s land rights at
the time, but both recalled that they had “found in favor of William Blevins”.
On March 20, 1823, King was once again forced to revise his Bill of Complaint due to
the death of John Blevins, one of Devil Will’s sons and heirs. This time King named the
surviving heirs of Devil Will and the heirs of John Blevins as defendants. As part of his
1823 filing, King submitted a copy of John’s Last Will and Testament, a full transcription
of which is provided later in this discussion.
On November 3, 1823, depositions were given by 82-year-old Samuel May, 73-year-old
Jacob Beelar, 75-year-old John Cawood, Jr. and 58-year-old John Anderson in support
of the Blevins defendants. Each of these men testified that William Blevins was living
on the disputed land when they first came to live in Sullivan County (about 1786, 1771,
1776, and 1773, respectively) and that, to their knowledge, William Blevins had never
been dispossessed (evicted) from this land. (Recall that both May and Cawood had
provided depositions in 1798 and 1799 in support of Jack Blevins in his suit against
John Shelby and note that Beelar’s 1823 testimony confirmed that Devil Will was living
on the land at least as early as 1771.
All four men also offered testimony relative to their personal knowledge of the original
corners of the Hazel Lands and Blevins grants. The major question addressed was the
“fourth corner” of the original Buchanan grant, which King apparently claimed as the
western terminus of the so-called “Brown line”. Both May and Beelar testified that this
“fourth corner” was never a part of the land sold to John Brown, but the most significant
testimony was offered by John Cawood, Jr. and John Anderson. Cawood testified, in
part:
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Question by the plaintiff [King] - What do you know about the lines and boundaries of
Buckhannon’s [sic throughout] grant under which the plaintiff claims?
Answer by the deponant [Cawood] - I was nearly all round the said survey with Joseph
Green who was appointed by court to ascertain the line and corners of said survey Who
began at a Sychemore [sic] on the bank of Holston river running down the river but I can
[not] recollect the distance thence leaving there to a supposed stake thence to an oak in
John Bleven’s yard which was marked as a corner which I understood to be the fourth
corner to Buckhannon’s survey.
Question by the Defendant [Blevins] - Is the oak or fourth corner spoken of above on the
land now claimed by James King?
Answer by the deponant [Cawood] - No it is not

John Cawood, Jr. had apparently “walked” the original lines with a man named Joseph
Green who had been “appointed by the court to ascertain the line and corners”. John
Anderson actually surveyed the original Buchanan (Hazel Lands) and William Blevins
grants and the original John Brown parcel but it is not clear if he did this work as a part
of, or independently of, the Joseph Green examination. Anderson submitted a plat of
these surveys (see following pages) and his entire deposition is provided below:
John Anderson deposeth & says that he surveyed the land described in the annexed plat
the black drawn line Represents the form of John Buckhannon’s [sic throughout] Grant of
1250 acres & the red drawn lines describe the form of William Blevins Grant of 1120
acres The black dotted line represents the form of the line called Browns line.
Question by the plaintiff James King Junr - Are you acquainted with the lines and
boundaries of John Buckhannon’s Grant of 1250 acres?
Answer by the deponent John Anderson - Who says that he has been at a marked
Sycamore on the river above the mouth of a small Brook which this deponent understood
was the Beginning of said Grant of Buckhannon’s which said Sycamore appears to be
marked. This deponent says he run all the lines of said grant except where the river
makes a line. This deponent says that the second corner of said grant he did not find the
third line of said grant calls for running to a stake the fourth corner a red Oak & White
Oak the deponent says that they found a stump which appears to be the said corner as
there was a marked line that run from said corner. This deponent says that he run round
to two Walnuts the eight corner of said grant & that he recollects to have seen the said
Walnuts which is now down & that he run from that to the Beginning which is nearly the
course & distance mentioned in said Grant.
Question by the same [King] - Are you acquainted with the lines & corners of William
Blevins grant of 1120 acres?
Answer by the deponent - I have run round William Blevins grant as above described by
the red drawn lines in said plat & found nearly all the lines and corners of said grant &
found them as correct as is common to be seen.
Question by the defendants [Blevins] - How long have you been in this county?
Answer [Anderson] - I have lived in this county upwards of fifty years & never recollects at
any time to have heard of William Blevins being dispossessed of said disputed ground.
Question by the same [the Blevins defendants] - Do you know whether the fourth corner
tree which is mentioned in Buckhannon’s Grant is within the land claimed by James King
Jun?
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Answer by the deponent John Anderson - I know it is not
& further this deponent saith not.
S/ John Anderson

Shortly after the above discussed depositions were taken, a compromise was
apparently reached relative to the disputed parcel. On November 20, 1823, James
King, Jr. deeded the western 315 acres of the disputed parcel to William Blevins (son of
Devil Will). King’s deed of warranty included the clause “do warrant and forever defend
every part and parcel of land against the heirs of John Buckhannen (sic) dec’d.”
(Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 132). The same day, William Blevins executed a deed of
relinquishment, forever quitting any claim to the remaining 224 acres. This deed of
relinquishment included the clause “do warrant and forever defend every part of the
above mentioned land to the said James King forever against me the said William
Blevins and the heirs of William Blevins dec’d.” (Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 132).
Recall that the Brown parcel was originally assumed to contain 416 acres “by
estimation" and was in 1813, determined to contain 480 acres “by resurvey”. The above
mentioned Anderson survey apparently introduced a new area calculation totaling 539
acres. These changing area estimations probably represent gradual improvements in
the calculation techniques used by the surveyors of the time. It is interesting to note
that the software used to create the (previously presented) Holston Land Grants map
calculated an area of 557 acres for the Brown parcel.
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John Anderson Survey of 1823
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The Henry Colback Land Dispute
In 1789, a man named William Blevins was sued by a man named Henry Colback
(variously spelled Colback, Colbeck, Kulback, Kalback, Kalbach, and Kalbough) in yet
another land dispute. Only a few records relative to the Blevins - Colback case have
been found but in August of 1791, Colback’s attorney filed the following brief with the
Superior Court:
Henry Colback complains of William Blevins in custody of the Sheriff, for that whereas
th
the said William on the 26 day of October in the year of our Lord 1778 [1788 date
appears to have been overwritten with 1778] by his writing obligatory signed with his the
said William’s proper signature and sealed with his seal did covenant and agree to and
with the said Henry – that the said William should convey to the said Henry in fee simple
a certain parcel of land lying between Samuel Smiths and Solomon Smiths or adjoining
their lands – for which the said Henry paid unto the said William two hundred and thirty
pounds Virginia currency which sum is equal to three hundred and six pounds thirteen
[shillings] and four pences North Carolina currency.
The said Henry doth aver, that the said William at the time aforesaid nor at times since
had it in his power to convey in fee simple the parcel of land aforesaid bought and paid
for as aforesaid. He often thereunto required – to the damage of the said Henry six
hundred pounds and whereupon he brings suit.

Apparently, William Blevins had sold a parcel of land to Colback that was subsequently
found to carry the encumbrance of a competing claim. This competing claim was very
likely the basis for what appears to have been a repurchase of the land by Colback on
August 25, 1790:
Deed of Warranty from William Sharp to Henry Kalbach for £250. Description: A certain
piece of land situate lying and being in the County of Sullivan late Washington and state
aforesaid bound as followeth on both sides of the lower west fork of Indian Creek the
waters of Holston including Blevins bottoms and his own survey by virtue of Major
th
Robertson’s office. Land grant made to William Sharp by the State December 15 , 1778.
[Sullivan TN DB #3, page 76]

Henry Colback apparently lost his suit against William Blevins. On August 15, 1792, the
Superior Court issued a Writ ordering the Sullivan County Sheriff to compel Henry
Colback to pay 19 pounds, 10 shillings and 2 pence in costs to William Blevins. (By
September 1797, these costs had still not been paid.)
Although unrelated to the Hazel Land disputes, the Colback-Blevins lawsuit is
interesting because the land in question was situated on the south side of the Holston
River. (Indian Creek flows into the Holston from the south near present-day Bluff City,
TN and both Samuel and Solomon Smith owned fairly large parcels along Indian Creek
in the 1780s.)
This south-of-Holston location could suggest that the William Blevins sued by Colback
was Colonel William Blevins who had also settled on the south side of the Holston (see
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discussion on Colonel William Blevins), but several factors argue that the defendant in
this case was a member of the north-of-Holston Blevins group.
Colback probably purchased this land from William Blevins in 1778, which almost
certainly predated the first arrival of Colonel William to the area. The land bought by
Henry Colback was also closer to Devil Will’s 1788 land grant than it was to Colonel
William’s 1787 land grant by more than 4 river miles (more than 3 air miles). The most
significant factor that points towards the north-of-Holston Blevins group, however, is the
security bond associated with this lawsuit.
On August 10, 1789, William Blevins, William Blevins Jr., and Dillen Blevins pledged a
£1400 bail bond assuring the appearance of William Blevins at the February 1790
Superior Court session to answer Colback’s lawsuit. There are no other records that
associate Dillon Blevins with Colonel William and the Colonel’s eldest son - William R.
Blevins - was only about 15 years old in 1789 and could not have been the William
Blevins Jr. who stood as security along with Dillon.
The William Blevins named in the bond document was almost certainly Devil Will and
the man named William Blevins, Jr. was almost certainly Devil Will’s son. The “Dillen”
Blevins named in the bond document was almost certainly Dillon, Devil Will’s proven
brother.
Following the Land
Researchers typically rely on a combination of family documents (letters, journals, wills,
Bibles, etc.) and official records (census data, tax lists, estate settlements, court
records, land records, etc.) to establish old family structures and relationships. As will
be discussed later, three family documents relevant to the north-of-Holston Blevins
groups (the Last Will & Testament of William Blevins, the Last Will & Testament of John
Blevins, and the Joseph Blevins Bible) are known to have survived. There are no
United States Census schedules covering eastern Tennessee prior to 1830 and most
early Sullivan County records were lost when the Blountville Courthouse was burned
during the Civil War. Fortunately, all of the early Sullivan County deed books and three
early Sullivan County tax lists (for years 1796, 1797, and 1812) survived the fire.
By the mid 1830s, at least two dozen deeds and indentures that directly, or indirectly
related to the north-of-Holston Blevins men and their descendants were recorded.
Analyzing these deeds as a means of defining specific family structures has, however,
frustrated many Blevins researchers.
One cause of this frustration is the familiar problem of multiple men with the same given
name. The given names William and John, for example, were used in every known
generation of every known Holston-area Blevins family. The given names James and
Dillon were also used in several generations by multiple Holston-area Blevins families.
Name repetition makes it extremely difficult to know which William or which John was
involved in any individual land transfer.
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A second source of frustration is the simple fact that deed books are arranged
chronologically by date of recording and not by date of execution. Although some
deeds and indentures were recorded within days of execution, others were not recorded
until many years or even decades after the date of execution. A sequential examination
of deeds from the earliest deed book to the latest deed book can cause confusion
because an indenture relative to a specific parcel of land may, in fact, be predated by
(and explained by) an indenture in a much later deed book.
Overcoming these frustrations required the examination of more than 50 years of
Sullivan County deeds (Deed Books 1 through 11B) using a collective, evolutionary
approach. All Blevins-related deeds were first reordered according to date of execution.
The recorded metes and bounds of all north-of Holston land transfers were then used to
develop individual parcel maps.
These individual parcel maps were then examined for commonality of line bearings, line
lengths, and/or landmarks and a collective plat was developed. In most cases, this plat
demonstrated the gradual subdivision and/or transfer of parcels over time within specific
family units. In some cases, this plat demonstrated the eventual sale or loss of family
lands to third parties, which provided clues as to the possible out-migration or death of
different individuals.
Finally, this collective plat was overlaid on a modern topographic map of the area. This
overlay was made possible by the specification within two deeds of a hard “anchor”
landmark (the lower end of a small island) and was verified by numerous references to
lines terminating at the north bank of the Holston River. This map overlay provided a
geographic perspective on the lives of the north-of-Holston Blevins families. and even
allowed for the quasi-specific location of four original home sites. This process enabled
the creation of the 1788 Holston Grant map provided earlier in this discussion. A copy
of the plat map overlay is presented later in this discussion.
The following discussions are based primarily on the results of the above-described
land analysis process. These discussions are supplemented by tax list, family Bible,
and anecdotal information as appropriate. A recent discovery of two family wills and an
1819-era survey map within the records of the Rogersville, TN Chancery Court
confirmed the results of the land analysis process and greatly supplemented the
knowledge base relative to family structures.
Theoretical Family of William “Devil Will” Blevins
Land records suggested that Devil Will Blevins had left a Last Will and Testament but
until recently, it was assumed that this document was lost in the Blountville Courthouse
fire.
According to papers associated with the previously discussed James King, Jr. lawsuit,
Devil Will died in November 1819. Shortly after Devil Will’s death, James King, Jr.
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revised his lawsuit to name the heirs of Devil Will as defendants. As part of his revised
suit, King submitted a copy of the Last Will and Testament of William Blevins
(transcription by Don Farquhar):
Last Will & Testament of William Blevins
I William Blevins of Sullivan County and State of Tennessee, do make my last will and
testament in manner and form following that is to say, I will that all my Just debts be paid
and my funeral expenses be discharged. To my Sons, John and William Blevins I give
and bequeath all my estates real and personal, to them their heirs and assigns forever
subject however to the following conditions that is — that they support and take care of
me and my wife during our natural lives, and also that they give to my Grandson William
Blevins the son of my daughter Betsy two hundred acres of land immediately after my
decese [sic] also two horses & two cows, and also that my said sons pay to each of my
daughters the sum of one dollar— and also that if Henry St. John Dixon recovers all my
land and puts it out of dispute agreeable to his bargain with me, that is the whole sixteen
hundred acres which I claim, that my said sons shall let the said Dixon have four hundred
acres of land for his trouble, either at the upper end of the said 1600 acres, or at the
lower end or at the North West Side of said 1600 acres and I hereby nominate and
appoint my said sons John Blevins and William Blevins Executors of this my last Will
and Testament, hereby revoking all former Wills and Testaments by me heretofore made,
and declaring this to be my last Will & Testament, In witness whereof I have hereunto set
th
my hand and affixed my seal the 8 day of Oct 1818

The above suggests that Devil Will continued to maintain claims for land beyond his 500
acres. I believe that the 1600 acres mentioned in the will was based on a later area
calculation for Devil Will's original 1788 grant. As was previously discussed relative to
the changing size of the Brown parcel, early grants and surveys only provided gross
approximations of land area. Although Devil Will's 1788 grant was supposed to only
include 1120 acres, the mapping software used in this research effort calculates an
actual area of about 1760 acres. (This same software calculates an area of 1682 acres,
instead of 1250 acres, for the Hazel Lands grant.)
More importantly, the will provides a number of proofs relative to Devil Will’s family
structure. He specifically named his two sons John and William Blevins and his
grandson William Blevins (the son of his one named daughter Betsey Blevins) as his
primary heirs. He also implied that he had other daughters but did not specifically name
them.
King’s revised Bill of Complaint referred to Devil Will’s daughter “Betsey” by her proper
name “Elizabeth” and named four additional daughters. These four daughters were
married at the time and King’s Bill also included the names of their husbands:
James Blevins & Sally his wife, Peter Hughs [sic] and Lucy his wife, Thomas Bealer and
Mary his wife, Daniel Gertner and Nancy his wife, and Elizabeth [Betsy] the legal heirs
and devisees of the said William Blevins…

John, proven son of Devil Will. On February 15, 1817, “William Blevins Sr. and John
Blevins his son” sold 50 acres of land to Ireson Longacre in Sullivan County.
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15 Feb 1817 - William Blevins Sr and John Blevins his son to Ireson Longacre, all of
Sullivan Co, for $110 dollars, 50 acres in Sullivan County on the Holston River. Begin on
a corner to the land on which Ireson Longacre now lives on, then S107 poles to the river,
up the meanders of the river to a white oak on a bluff near a spring in the margin of the
river, then N6 W72 poles, then to the beginning. [Sullivan TN DB #7, pages 314, 315]

Although this particular indenture does not, in and of itself, provide enough information
to prove that this William Blevins was in fact Devil Will, a later, November 1819 deed
does offer such proof.
Just one day prior to the above indenture, Ireson Longacre had purchased the exact
same parcel of land from two proven sons of Jack Blevins.
14 Feb 1817 - John Blevins and James Blevins, sons of John Blevins, to Ireson
Longacre, for $40, 50 acres, joins the land on which the said Ireson Longacre lives on.
Begin on a corner of said Longacre, with his line S107 poles to the river, up the
meanders of the river to a marked white oak on the bluff near a spring in the margin of
the river, N6 W72 poles, then to the beginning. [Sullivan TN DB #7, pages 251, 252]

The metes and bounds descriptions show that both of these land transactions involved
the exact same 50-acre parcel of land. This double conveyance took place about six
months after the August 10, 1816 death of John "Jack" Blevins and would suggest that
both the Devil Will and Jack Blevins families claimed, or were perceived to hold
ownership claims on, the same land. Apparently, Ireson Longacre sought to solidify his
own ownership by separately buying the same parcel from both families. It is interesting
to note that Longacre paid Devil Will and his son nearly triple the amount he paid to
Jack's sons. This could suggest that Devil Will had a stronger claim to the land or it
could simply mean that Devil Will was a tougher negotiator than were his nephews.
The February 14, 1817 deed also provides further proof that Jack Blevins had sons
named John and James.
On August 20, 1819, James Phagan, High Sheriff of Sullivan County issued a sheriff’s
deed to John Blevins, Jr. for 500 acres. The property metes and bounds and the
language of this deed (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 123) prove that this 500-acre parcel
was the same land lost by Devil Will in the 1803 Sheriff sale and signed over to John
Blevins, Jr. by John Carter in 1806.
On November 15, 1819, John Blevins, Jr. sold these same 500 acres to William B.
White (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 116). The metes and bounds given for this 500-acre
parcel were identical to those specified in the sheriff’s deed issued to John Blevins, Jr.
three months prior and the deed language specifically mentioned and excluded the 50
acres that had been sold to Ireson Longacre in February of 1817.
As mentioned previously, there were “irregularities” in the deeds for Devil Will’s 500
acres of land. Chief among these irregularities is the fact that the metes and bounds
given in both the 1803 sheriff’s sale and 1819 sheriff’s deed described a parcel of land
containing significantly more than 500 acres. An interpretation of later deeds (Sullivan
TN DB #9, page 262, DB #10A, page 173, and DB #11A, page 182) suggests this
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“extra” land totaled about 200 acres and was referred to in these (and other) indentures
as the “upper” part of the tract. Mapping software suggests that the "500" acre parcel
actually included about 757 acres, so the "extra" land really amounted to about 257
acres.
Another problem with the land was an apparent claim made by Jack’s son John Blevins
of ownership rights to some (or all) of the land in question. A final problem with the land
concerned William Blevins, a second proven son of Devil Will (see below). This William
had apparently not agreed to (or at least had not signed onto) the 1819 sale by John
Blevins, Jr. (son of Devil Will). The discrepancy in the actual amount of land involved,
the challenge mounted by John, son of Jack, and the absence of consent from Devil
Will’s son William had the apparent effect of voiding the November 19, 1819 450-acre
sale by John Blevins, Jr. to William White.
On March 18, 1822, William White and John Blevins (son of Devil Will) apparently
reached a compromise on how to handle these problems. Although the actual
compromise agreement has not been found, it was mentioned in several indentures
executed on March 19 & 20, 1822. On March 19, 1822, William White executed two
promissory notes to John Blevins (son of Jack), totaling $1240, presumably to settle his
claims to the land. On March 20, 1822, both John and William Blevins (sons of Devil
Will) executed an indenture transferring ownership of 250 of the original 450 acres to
William White. The same day, William White executed an indenture transferring the
southern-most 200 acres back to John (son of Will). These three indentures are
extremely important as they confirm that Devil Will had two sons (John and William) and
prove that Jack had at least two sons (John and James). How these three indentures
affected the “extra” land (about 200 acres) is, however, unclear:
19 Mar 1822
William B White to Edward Cox Trustee for William King and William Rockhold, all of
Sullivan Co. The said William B White for the consideration of William King and William
Rockhold endorsing and being the security of the said White to John Blevins son of
Jack, on his note or bill single of this date for the sum of $600 dollars and for the farther
consideration of a certain note or bill single, that the said White has executed to the said
King of this date for the sum of $640 dollars, in all making the sum of $1240 dollars as
the consideration for the following described land. Begin near Ireson Longacres line and
very near the lower end of Blevins old row paths corner post on as the beginning of a
conditional line between John Blevins son of Will and William B White passing said line
to the next corner at or near a hicory [sic] flat, on said line as agreed by the above parties
until it intersects with the old patent line near Will Blevins son of Will, from there to
present the line of the land, as agreed on by said White and Blevins on yesterday as the
articles in the hands of Ireson Longacre, until it comes to an old white oak corner near
James Blevins's cabin, from there straight to T and W Rockholds corner on Weavers
line, from there the several courses and distances of a 450 acre tract of land entered by
William Blevins dec'd to the beginning. Including all that part ordered and given up to
said White by John Blevins son of Will in their compromise of yesterday, except the
part left out at the upper end of said tract to wit: all above T and W Rockholds corner
heretofore mentioned all of which said land I do transfer and convey unto the said
Edward Cox Trustee. It is agreed that should the said White fail to comply with the
conditions of his note or bill single executed to John Blevins son of Jack which is
endorsed by the said King and Rockhold and also to comply with the terms of his note of
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this date for $640 dollars executed to the said King, the said Edward Cox Trustee is
empowered to advertise and sell the above mentioned land. [Sullivan TN DB #9, page
311]
22 Mar 1822
John Blevins and William Blevins, sons and heirs of William Blevins dec’d to William
B White, all of Sullivan Co, for $1000 dollars, 250 acres in Sullivan County on the north
side of Holston River. Being part of that tract of land on which the said William Blevins
dec’d formally lived and by the lands of James Blevins son of John, Thomas and
William Rockhold, Frederick Weaver, Samuel Millard dec’d and Ireson Longace. Starting
on the line of the said Longacre then N61 E96 poles, then a straight line till it intersects
the old patent line of that land on which William Blevins dec’d formerly lived one rod
above a spring and near the house in which William Blevins now lives. The said John
Blevins and William Blevins defend against the claims of them and their heirs or any
other person claiming under or in virtue of the claim of their father William Blevins dec’d
and against the claims of James Blevins son of John. [Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 38]
22 Mar 1822
William B White to John Blevins, son of William, both of Sullivan Co, for $1000 dollars,
200 acres in Sullivan County on the north side of Holston River, being part of the tract of
land on which the said John Blevins resides. Bounded by the old patent line of that land
where William Blevins dec’d formerly lived by Holston River, by the lands of Ireson
Longacre. Starting on the line of said Longacre and near the foot of the race path then
N61 E96 poles, then a straight line until it intersects the old patent line of the land on
which William Blevins dec’d formerly lived near the house where William Blevins now
lives. [Sullivan TN DB #9, page 276]

Devil Will’s son John Blevins, Jr. died sometime between March 1822 and March 1823.
On March 15, 1823, William White mortgaged 225 acres to William Deery for the sum of
$729.25 (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 321) and the indenture language mentioned the line
of “John Blevins, dec’d”.
On March 20, 1823, James King, Jr. once again revised his lawsuit against the Blevins
family to include the legal heirs of John Blevins (son of Devil Will) as defendants. King’s
filing included a copy of the Last Will and Testament of John Blevins as supportive
documentation (transcription by Don Farquhar):
Last Will & Testament of John Blevins
I John Blevins of Sullivan County and State of Tennessee, do make this my last Will and
Testament in manner of form following that is to say I first will that my Just debts be paid
out and my funeral expenses discharged. I give and bequeath to Lydia Dunbar who now
lives with me all my estate Real and personal, until such time as her son William shall
arrive at the age of twenty one years, subject however to the proviso that to each of her
children, that is to her daughters Lucy, Polly, Fetney, Sally, Kitty and her son William
all of whom I hereby adopt my Children, she shall immediately on their marriage or
sooner if she sees proper, give one bed of furniture and one milk cow, and after that
period, that is after my son William arrives at age of twenty one years, my will is that the
said Lydia Dunbar shall have of my personal Estate that shall then remain One horse
beast two milk Cows, one bed of furniture, and all my cupboard of Kitchen furniture, that
may then remain, all the rest of my personal Estate that shall then remain shall be
disposed of as follows, that is my son William shall have one horse beast and the
balance of my said personal Estate shall be equally divided between Rosanna Hughes
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whom I hereby adopt my daughter , and my other adopted daughters Lucy, Polly,
Fetney, Sally & Kitty and my adopted son William.
All my real Estate that is all of that part of the land I now live on which shall fall to me by
my Fathers Will , and all that part of the tract of land on which my Mother & Brother
William now lives on in the event of our obtaining it, which shall fall to my share, I allow to
be divided into eight equal shares, when my son William shall arrive at the age of twenty
one years, One of which equal shares I give and devise to each of my above named
children, that is to my daughters Rosanna Hughes, Lucy, Polly, Fetney, Sally & Kitty and
my son William to them their heirs & assigns forever, and one of the above equal shares I
give and bequeath to Lydia Dunbar for and during her natural life, at her death to my son
William and to his heirs and assigns I bequeath it forever, and I hereby revoke all former
Wills & Testaments by me heretofore made declaring this to be my only last Will &
Testament, In witness whereof I have hereunto signed my name and affixed my Seal this
th
15 day of April 1822.

John’s will suggests that he never officially married but it is unclear if he had any natural
children of his own. He named as his heirs his common-law wife Lydia Dunbar, her son
William, and her daughters Lucy, Polly, Fetney, Sally, and Kitty. John adopted these
Dunbar children and also adopted a girl named Rosanna Hughes. Rosanna’s
relationship to Lydia Dunbar is unknown. The language of John's will could suggest that
these adoptees were his natural - but illegitimate - children and that he worded his will
to ensure their birthrights. It is also possible, of course, that the children had no blood
relationship to John. Most of these heirs are further confirmed by a series of Sullivan
County deeds.
On May 15, 1829, William Deery obtained title to a parcel of land owned by Drury Green
and his wife Polly:
Drury Green and Polley his wife, formerly Polley Blevins, to William Deery, all of Sullivan
Co. The said William Deery sometime past purchased at sheriffs sale all the right, title,
and claim of the said Drury Green of in and to a certain tract of land in Sullivan County,
being the one eighth part of that tract on which the testamentary heirs of John Blevins
dec'd (Little) now resides, and it being the wish and intention of the parties that all the
claim in reversion or otherwise shall vest in the said William Deery. Now in pursuance of
this intention and also in consideration of the further sum of $28 dollars the said Drury
Green and Polley his wife sell to William Deery forever all their right, title, interest and
claim of in and to the said piece of land, being one eight part of the said tract of land on
which the said heirs of John Blevins dec'd now live. Said whole tract supposed to
contain 320 acres and bounded by the lands of Ireson Longacre, Abia Millard and others.
[Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 472]

According to this indenture, a man named John Blevins (referred to as “Little”) had
bequeathed a 320-acre parcel to eight testamentary heirs (the phrase “testamentary
heirs” refers to heirs named in a written will). One of these heirs was a daughter named
Polly Blevins who was married to a man named Drury Green. Although acreage was
not specified, the parcel size would have been approximately 40 acres (based on 1/8 of
320 acres). No metes and bounds were given within this indenture but five subsequent
deeds prove that this was part of the estate of John Blevins, Jr., the son of Devil Will
Blevins.
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On November 12 and 13, 1829, the same William Deery purchased 43 acres from Sally
Blevins (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 511), 38 acres from Ketty Blevins (Sullivan TN DB
#10B, page 512), and 38 acres from William Work and Fetney his wife, “formerly Fetney
Blevins” (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 512). On February 22, 1830, William Deery
purchased 40 acres from Lucy Blevins (Sullivan TN DB #11A, page 025). Each
indenture used the phrase “testamentary heir of John Blevins dec’d” and two also used
the phrase “daughter of John Blevins dec’d”. On November 6, 1833, William Derry
purchased 38 acres from William Blevins (Sullivan TN DB #11B, page 282). This
indenture used the phrase “William Blevins (of John)”. The metes and bounds given in
each indenture prove that these five parcels were contiguous to one another and were
subdivisions of the land owned by John Blevins, Jr., son of Devil Will.
Although John’s adopted son William sold his 38 acre inheritance, a December 23,
1833 mortgage confirms that he also held the inheritance rights on the parcel held by
his mother, Lydia Dunbar:
William Blevins of Lydia, to Sarah Blevins, both of Sullivan co., for $300.00, to the said
Sally Blevins all the claim and interest I have of in and to 40 acres of land held in
reversion. Said 40 acres being a part of the tract of land owned by John Blevins dec’d,
now in the possession of Lydia Blevins, and which was willed to her by the said John
Blevins dec’d to be for her use during her lifetime, and at her decease to be the property
of the above named William Blevins. Also one gray mare, two head of cattle and thirteen
hogs. It is expressly understood that the aforesaid mentioned property viz: all my
reversionary claim in the 40 acres of land now in possession of Lydia Blevins together
with the gray mare, two head of cattle and thirteen hogs shall be from this date freely
possessed by the said Sarah Blevins until the sum of $300.00 is refunded to the said
Sarah Blevins with legal interest from the date hereof, then she is to deliver up said
property to the said Wm Blevins. [Sullivan TN DB #11B page 315]

Sarah Blevins, the mortgage holder, was referred to as both Sarah and Sally Blevins
and was probably the same Sally who sold her 43 acres to William Deery in 1829. As
such, she was almost certainly the daughter of Lydia Dunbar and the adopted daughter
of John Blevins.
The previously discussed 1829 Polly Blevins Green indenture suggested that the
property of John Blevins Jr. (son of Devil Will) had been divided into eight parcels,
confirming the eight heirs listed in John’s will. This eighth heir was almost certainly
John’s adopted daughter Rosanna Hughes but I have been unable to confirm this
through deed records.
Estimating a birth year for John (son of Devil Will) is problematic because it isn’t clear if
all of the known John Blevins, Jr. references apply to the same man. One definitive
clue is provided by the 1812 Sullivan County Tax List, which included a John Blevins,
Sr. who was assessed for 3 black polls and 500 acres of land. I believe the 500 acre
assessment is a positive identifier that this John was the son of Devil Will, as no other
Blevins man (other than Devil Will himself) is known to have held a 500-acre parcel. The
fact that this John was not assessed a white poll tax suggests that he was over the age
of 50 in 1812, and was therefore exempt under Tennessee law. This 1812 exemption
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suggests a birth date prior to 1762. It is interesting to note that no man named John
Blevins appeared on the 1796 Sullivan County tax list.
William, proven son of Devil Will. On November 17, 1823, William Blevins acquired the
western “315 acres” of the Brown parcel (Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 132) from James
King, Jr. The deed of warranty included the clause “do warrant and forever defend
every part and parcel of land against the heirs of John Buckhannen [sic] dec’d.” No
purchase price was specified and it is almost certain that William obtained the land as
part of a lawsuit settlement with King. The same day, William Blevins, for an
unspecified “valuable consideration” agreed to forever quit any claim on the remaining
“224 acres” of the John Brown parcel (Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 132). This deed of
relinquishment included the clause “do warrant and forever defend every part of the
above mentioned land to the said James King forever against me the said William
Blevins and the heirs of William Blevins dec’d.”.
On October 14, 1826, William Blevins agreed to sell 10 acres from the northeast corner
of his parcel to Dillon Blevins (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 491). Dillon subsequently
lost this parcel to David Shaver, Jr. in a sheriff’s sale. Because William had never
officially given title to Dillon, a separate deed of transfer was executed on November 18,
1828 between William Blevins and David Shaver, Jr. (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 440).
This November 1828 indenture identified the “Joseph Blevins line” as part of the
parcel’s metes and bounds. On August 19, 1829, David Shaver, Jr. conveyed his rights
to this parcel to Jesse Owen (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 491). As will be discussed
later, I believe the Dillon Blevins involved in these transactions was a son of Jack
Blevins.
William Blevins sold a separate 10-acre parcel from the northwest corner of his parcel to
Jesse Owen in 1828 (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 490). This land sale is important only
because the indenture language identified William Blevins as being the son of William
(Devil Will).
On September 20, 1828, William Blevins sold 50 acres from the southwestern corner of
his parcel to James R. Blevins (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 442). I believe this James
R. Blevins was the son of Colonel William Blevins (see discussion on Colonel William
Blevins) and was probably Devil Will’s son-in-law (see below).
I believe the earliest mention made of this William Blevins (son of Devil Will) in the area
records was in the 1789 lawsuit filed by Henry Colback. On August 10, 1789, Devil Will
along with William Blevins Jr., and Dillen Blevins pledged a £1400 bail bond assuring
Devil Will’s appearance at the February 1790 Superior Court session. It is reasonable
to assume that this William Blevins, Jr. was in fact, the son of Devil Will. Assuming he
would have had to have been 21 years old or older in order to pledge bond, he must
have been born prior to 1768. The fact that William Blevins, Jr. was not named a
defendant in the John Shelby vs. William Blevins and Others lawsuit suggests that he
was still living in his father’s home when the suit was initiated (sometime between 1783
and 1788).
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I believe that this is the William Blevins who appeared on both the 1796 and 1797
Sullivan County tax lists with assessments of 1 white and 1 black poll in each year. He
was probably the William Blevins who appeared on the 1812 Sullivan County tax list
(Captain Richard’s Company) with an assessment of 1 white poll. There is only one
William Blevins listed on the 1830 Sullivan County census but that man appears to have
been too young to have been the son of Devil Will. I can find no listing for this William
elsewhere in the 1830 census, which suggests he had died or left the area prior to
1830. Likewise, I can find no definitive information on the possible wife or children of
this William Blevins or on the disposition of his property. One area tradition holds that
he had a son named James.
There are two men found in the Holston-area records who may have been sons of this
William Blevins. The 1830 Sullivan County census included a man named Russel (sic)
Blevins (indexed as Blewer), aged between 40 and 50 years. He was probably the
same Russell Blevins who had served in Colonel Ewen Allison’s First Regiment of East
Tennessee Drafted Militia during the War of 1812. He held the rank of Private within
Captain William King’s company.
Russell was apparently married to a woman named Nancy Cawood because on March
21, 1834, “Russel Blevins and Nancy Blevins his wife”, signed a Sullivan County
indenture relinquishing their property claim rights as heirs of Benjamin S. Cawood to
Stephen B. Cawood. (Sullivan TN DB #11B, page 365).
Sometime during the 1830s, Russell moved his family to Morgan County, Illinois and he
appeared on that county’s census schedule in 1840. By the time of the 1850 census,
Russell had moved to Greene County, IL. According to the 1850 census, he had been
born in 1790 and his wife Nancy had been born in 1788, both in Tennessee. Their
children included, according to the 1850 census, Lucinda (born 1827), Preston (born
1830), and Starlin (born 1831). According to a descendant of Russell, he also had a
son named James Cawood Blevins (born 1811). The name Preston could suggest a
close relation to Henry Blevins but the names of two other children - Lucinda and
Starlin - suggest a closer relationship to the Lucinda Blevins who married Peter Hughes
(see below).
The 1830 Carter County, Tennessee census included a man name George Blevins who
had been born sometime between 1790 and 1800. At the time, the given name George
was unknown among the Holston-area Blevins families but William’s proven sister
Lucinda had a son named George Hughes (see below). I believe that this George
Blevins, who disappeared from the area records after 1830, may have been a son of
William and a grandson of Devil Will.
Lucinda (Lucy) and Nancy, proven daughters of Devil Will. Lucinda and Nancy Blevins
are treated together because they were proven sisters and because their most relevant
historical references are intertwined. On September 19, 1849 and August 26, 1850, a
woman named Lucy Hughes filed affidavits in Washington County, Virginia seeking
Revolutionary War widow’s pension benefits (W-7823). Lucy’s sister – Nancy Girtman –
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filed a supporting affidavit on September 19, 1849 in Washington County, Virginia and a
second supporting affidavit (jointly with Elizabeth Blevins; relationship not given) on
February 26, 1850 in Sullivan County, Tennessee. Supporting affidavits were also filed
by Caleb Morrell and Samuel Millard on September 5, 1850 in Sullivan County.
According to these affidavits, Lucy Hughes, formerly Lucy Blevins, had married
Revolutionary War soldier Peter Hughes in Sullivan County in the Spring of 1787. Both
Nancy Blevins Girtman and Elizabeth Blevins claimed to have been acquainted with
both Peter Hughes and Lucy Blevins since childhood. Both Caleb Morrell and Samuel
Millard claimed to have been near life-long friends with David Hughes, Peter and Lucy’s
oldest son. Both also indicated that the Hughes children - David, Nancy, George,
Starling, and William - were all born prior to 1800 and that the Hughes family had lived
in Sullivan County within 1 or 2 miles of the Morrell and Millard homes.
According to both her affidavits, Lucy was born in 1762. She appeared in the 1850
Washington County, Virginia census as Lucinda Hughes and her listed age suggested a
birth year of 1764. According to a Power of Attorney filed by Hiram Hughes (her
presumed grandson), Lucinda “Lucy” Blevins Hughes died in Washington County,
Virginia on November 15, 1855.
According to her first affidavit, Nancy Blevins Girtman was born in 1775. According to
her second affidavit, she was born in 1777. She was almost certainly the 60- to 70year-old wife of the Daniel Girtmon (sic) who appeared in the 1840 Sullivan County
census.
Both Lucinda and Nancy were daughters of Devil Will Blevins according to the
previously discussed court documents. The Elizabeth Blevins, who claimed to be about
70 years old when she filed her 1850 supporting affidavit (born about 1780), was
probably Devil Will’s proven daughter Betsey (see below).
Mary, proven daughter of Devil Will. According to court documents, Devil Will had a
daughter named Mary who was married to a man named Thomas Bealer. Thomas was
probably related to the Jacob “Beelar” who gave a deposition in 1823 relative to the
King – Blevins lawsuit. Thanks to additional court documents discovered in Virginia by
Researcher Julie Beeler Schmees, we know more about this couple and their family.
In 1808 and 1809, activity at the Sullivan County Court of Pleas and Quarter Sessions
included several actions, affidavits, and depositions relative to the marriage and children
of Thomas and Mary Bealer. Although the original documents were lost along with most
other early Sullivan Court records, the county clerk made copies on January 10, 1810
for use in a Virginia lawsuit (Beeler v. Herndon) that was finally adjudicated in 1812 by
the Superior Court of Chancery for the Richmond District.
The background to this lawsuit is interesting in that Thomas Bealer attempted
(fraudulently, it would seem) to obtain an inheritance for his children from the estate of a
Spotsylvania, Virginia man named Thomas Colson. Colson's 1804 Last Will and
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Testament named, among others, "the children of Fredrick Bealler [sic]" as heirs.
Although Devil Will's son-in-law was probably just named Thomas, the names "Thomas
Frederick Bealer" and "Frederick Bealer" were both used in the above-mentioned
Sullivan County court documents.
Although Thomas and Mary Bealer were unsuccessful in their attempts to obtain an
inheritance for their children (he was not the Frederick Bealler named in the Colson
will), the associated court documents provide interesting family details:
On November 22, 1808, Mary Bealer testified that her nine children, George, Elizabeth,
Mary, Nancy, Franky, Sally, Charles, Thomas, and Lucy, were "the lawful children of the
said Frederick Bealer, an heir mentioned in the last will and testament of Thomas Colson,
late of the County of Spotsylvania and State of Virginia, deceased, and that the aforesaid
George, Elizabeth, and Mary Bealer are arrived at mature age." The County Clerk added
a transmittal note relative to the name Frederick Bealer: "The name Thomas was omitted
from this deposition".
On November 20, 1809, the Court appointed Thomas Frederick Bealer legal guardian of
his minor children Nancy, Franky, Sally, Charles, Thomas, and Lucy. At the same
session, Thomas Frederick Bealer, William Blevins, and John Blevins, Sr. pledged a
$4000 bond for the care and tuition of the named minor children. At the same session,
Mary Bealer testified that George, Elizabeth, Mary, and the six named minor children
were the only children she and Thomas Frederick Bealer had.
On November 21, 1809, Joseph Wallace, testified that he, as a Sullivan County Justice of
the Peace, had joined Thomas Frederick Bealer and Mary Blevins together in marriage
(no date given). Thomas Morrell testified that he had witnessed the marriage.

In addition to the names of the children, the above court documents provide guidance
as to the birth year of Mary. Given that she had 3 children at, or over, the age of 21 in
1808, it is obvious she was married by about 1785. Her date of birth, therefore, was
probably before 1770.
Elizabeth, proven daughter of Devil Will. The last Will and Testament of Devil Will
specifically named his daughter “Betsey” Blevins and her son William Blevins. It is
unknown if Betsey Blevins was an unmarried mother but a Y-DNA test on a probable
direct descendant of this William Blevins (son of Elizabeth and grandson of Devil Will)
revealed a haplotype that is highly consistent with the Bolling/Bowling surname. I use
the probable qualifier because the case connecting this descendant to William, although
strong, contains several circumstantial elements. This finding, however, suggests that
Elizabeth was an unmarried (not widowed) woman and that her child William may have
been sired by a Bowling man.
An August 24, 1828 deed, however, clearly reflects the language found in her father’s
will regarding the grandson William:
William Blevins to Elizabeth Blevins, both of Sullivan Co, for $200 dollars, a tract of
land in Sullivan County on the north side of Holston River. It being my legacy left to me
by my grandfather William Blevins dec’d. Which said 200 acres is yet an undivided
moiety between myself, my uncle William Blevins, and the heirs of my uncle John
Blevins dec’d. I do hereby authorize the said Elizabeth Blevins to take possession of
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the said 200 acres of land agreeable to the true intent and meaning of my grandfathers
will. The object of this writing is to place my mother, Elizabeth Blevins, in the same
situation as to the right and interest of said 200 acres of land as I were placed by the will
of my grandfather. [Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 442]

The subject 200 acres may have represented the "extra" upper tract acreage discussed
previously. William probably lost this land to a man named William Rutledge in a
February 14, 1829 sheriff sale. It is not possible to positively identify the parcel involved
in this sale because no metes and bounds were given in the associated Sheriff’s deed
(Sullivan TN DB #11B, page 310). The only descriptive information provided by the
deed was “levied on a tract of land as the property of Wm. Blevins, supposed to contain
200 acres, situated in Sullivan County on the north side of Holston River, adjoining land
of G W Rutledge and others.”
Sally (probably Sarah), proven daughter of Devil Will. According to court documents,
Devil Will had a daughter named Sally who was married to a man named James
Blevins. This James Blevins may have been the son of Jack Blevins (and hence Sally’s
1st cousin) or he may have been the son of Colonel William Blevins (and hence Sally's
2nd cousin). I suspect he was the son of Colonel William.
The following table provides a theoretical structure for the family of Devil Will Blevins.
Although all of the children listed are proven, the reader is cautioned that the
information presented in this table represents a mix of highly supportable and some
speculative data.
Establishing a birth year for Devil Will Blevins is difficult. His signing a petition in 1776
(if 21 were the minimum age to do so) could suggest a birth year prior to 1755. His
inclusion on the 1770 Pittsylvania tax list suggests a birth prior to 1750. The 1768
lawsuit against him suggests a birth prior to 1748. His inclusion in the 1758 Halifax
Militia suggests a birth prior to 1741. Given his lead role in acquiring the Holston-area
lands, it is reasonable to assume he was the oldest of the three brothers considered in
this discussion. I believe Devil Will was born about 1738. As previously discussed, he
died in November of 1819. There are no known records that provide any clues as to
the name of Devil Will’s wife.
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Theoretical Family
of
William “Devil Will” Blevins (about 1738 - 1819)
and his unknown wife (about 1745 - about 1828)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

John Blevins

~1761

Lydia Dunbar (common
law?)

Lucinda “Lucy” Blevins

~1763

Peter Hughes

William Blevins, Jr.

~1767

Unknown

Mary Blevins

~1769

Thomas Bealer

Nancy Blevins
Elizabeth Blevins
Sally Blevins

~1776
~1780
~1781

Daniel Girtman
None
James Blevins

William, Fetney (1802), Mary
(Polly) (1804), Sally, Kitty, & Lucy
Dunbar and Rosanna Hughes
David, Nancy (1794), George,
Starling, and William Hughes (all
born before 1800)
James, Russell (1790), and
George (1795) Blevins
George, Elizabeth, & Mary (all
born before 1788) Bealer
Nancy, Franky, Sally, Charles,
Thomas, & Lucy (all born after
1787 and before 1808) Bealer
Unknown
William (1804) Blevins
Unknown

Many of the dates shown in the table represent speculation on my part and must be
viewed as theoretical only. Devil Will’s death date of 1819, for example, is strongly
supported by the historical records but his 1738 birth date and his wife’s 1745 birth date
are both based solely on the assumed birth years of their children and on other factors.
The death date for Devil Will’s wife is based solely on the 1828 “undivided moiety” deed.
The birth years of both proven sons and four of the five proven daughters (Lucy, Mary,,
Nancy, and Elizabeth) are reasonably supported by the historical records. The birth
years for two adopted granddaughters – Fetney Dunbar-Blevins Work and Polly
Dunbar-Blevins Green - were taken from the 1850 Sullivan census.
Theoretical Family of John "Jack" Blevins
John, proven son of Jack. A man named John Blevins was married to Elizabeth
Blevins, a daughter of Colonel William Blevins (see discussion on Colonel William
Blevins). This John was referred to as “John Blevins, son of John Blevins” in an
October 18, 1805 indenture (Sullivan TN DB #4 page 664) and as “John Blevins, son of
Jack” in a March 19, 1822 mortgage (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 311).
Both John and Elizabeth Blevins disappeared from the area records after 1828. By
about 1836, a group of apparent Blevins siblings named Eliza, Frances, John D.,
Elcania, William, and Dillion Blevins appeared in the Hawkins County, TN records. This
group apparently all moved to Izard County, AR by about 1849.
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Although it is possible that these people were all grandchildren of Henry Blevins,
genetic testing on a descendant of John D. Blevins has convinced me that they were
the grandchildren of Jack Blevins (see discussion on The Y-DNA Evidence) and almost
certainly the children of Jack's son John.
James, proven son of Jack. On October 22, 1816 a man named James Blevins
purchased 163 acres of land from Samuel May (Sullivan TN DB #7, page 150). Recall
that Samuel May was a son-in-law of John Shelby who had acquired that portion of the
original Hazel Lands from which Jack Blevins had been evicted in 1783 and 1788. The
metes and bounds given in this deed placed the land just north of the original John
Brown parcel and was bounded on the west by the original Hazel Lands patent line. A
March 22, 1822 deed (Sullivan TN DB #10A, page 38) specifically identified this James
Blevins as being “James, son of John”.
James Blevins lost this land to a sheriff’s sale on May 13, 1826 (Sullivan TN DB #10B,
page 417). The new owners - Jesse Owen and William Deery - apparently allowed
members of the Blevins family to remain on the land as tenants for at least three more
years.
Dillon, almost-certain son of Jack. The name “Ditlow” Blevins appeared on the 1812
Sullivan County tax list and I believe that this name was a misreading of a poorly written
“Dillon”. This could not have been Jack's proven brother Dillon as he was already living
in the Mississippi Territory at the time (see discussion on Dillon Blevins).
On October 14, 1826, a man named William Blevins (son of William per Sullivan TN DB
#10B page 490) agreed by covenant to sell 10 acres of land to a man named Dillon
Blevins. I believe that this Dillon (the younger) was yet another son of Jack Blevins.
This Dillon Blevins lost his 10-acre Sullivan parcel to a sheriff’s sale and the land was
transferred to Jesse Owen on December 2, 1828 (Sullivan TN DB #10B page 491). The
metes and bounds for this small parcel (Sullivan TN DB #10B, page 440) show that it
adjoined the southern boundary of the above discussed James Blevins land. This 10acre parcel is also noteworthy in that its eastern boundary was referred to as the
“Joseph Blevins line” (see below).
Sometime in 1828, the heirs of Catherine Shelby May filed suit in the Sullivan County
Circuit Court of Law to regain title to the land that Samuel May had sold to James
Blevins in 1816. The basis of this lawsuit was the claim that Catherine Shelby May had
never consented to the original sale. As the James Blevins land had been sold at
sheriff’s sale two years prior, the plaintiffs sought both the ejection of the “Blevins
tenants” from the land and title to the land from Jesse Owen and William Deery.
On September 29, 1829, the plaintiffs withdrew their suit and filed a “quit claim” on the
land:
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Indenture or Deed of Acknowledgement made and entered into the 29th. day of
September, 1829, by and between David Shaver, Sr. and his wife, Martha Shaver; David
Shaver, Jr. and his wife, Harriett, Thomas Majors and Mariah, his wife, James May,
George Cowan and his wife Mary, being the whole of the heirs and distributors of
Catherine Shelby, alias May, deceased, of the one part and Jesse Owen and William
Drury [sic] of the other part.
WITNESSETH, that the above named parties of the first part, being heirs of Catherine
Shelby, do, for and in consideration of the sum of One hundred ten dollars ($110), to us
in hand paid by the said Drury [sic] and Owen have and by these presents do release,
remiss and forever Quit Claim to all the right, title, interest and claim which accrued to us
as heirs of the said Catherine Shelby, since Catherine May, of, in and to the tract or land
now occupied by Dillon Blevins and Matthew Blevins in Sullivan County, Tennessee…
[Sullivan TN DB #11A, page 8]

As the above indenture shows, James Blevins (son of Jack) was apparently no longer
living on the land he had lost but two other Blevins men – Dillon and Matthew – were
occupying the land as tenants in late 1829. Dillon had apparently moved slightly
northward to the former lands of James after losing his own land the year before.
On February 17, 1830, Jesse Owen sold his interest in the James Blevins parcel to
William Deery (Sullivan TN DB #11A, page 004). That same year, both Dillon and
Matthew Blevins moved to Carter County, Tennessee. Both men appeared on that
county’s 1830 census.
The Joseph Blevins Bible (see below) recorded that Dillon Blevins died on September
17, 1834. (Jack's brother Dillon is known to have died in Alabama in April of 1836.)
William, possible son of Jack. There are no land or court records that prove – or even
strongly suggest – that Jack Blevins had a son named William. Given the Blevins family
penchant for the name William, however, it would seem remarkably out of character for
Jack not to have had a son named William.
The 1830, 1840, and 1850 Sullivan County census schedules consistently show an
“extra” man named William Blevins who (based on his neighbors) almost certainly lived
on the north side of the Holston. This William was listed as being between 40 and 50
years of age in the 1830 census and between 50 and 60 years of age in the 1840
census. These age ranges suggest a birth date of between 1780 and 1790. The 1850
census, however, shows an age of 72 for this William, implying a birth in 1778. A birth
year of 1778 for this William places him well within the age range of Jack’s other proven
and probable sons.
The 1850 census information suggests that William’s first wife had died sometime
between 1840 and 1850 and that by 1850 he had remarried a much younger woman
named Elizabeth (born about 1820).
Joseph, almost-certain son of Jack. According to the Joseph (aka Josiah) Blevins
family Bible, a man named John Blevins, Sr. died on August 10, 1816. It is generally
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assumed that this John Blevins, Sr. was the father of Joseph Blevins. It is further
assumed that, although Joseph had moved to the Mississippi Territory by 1812, his
father’s death had occurred in Sullivan County where Joseph had proven roots. Several
deeds provide strong circumstantial support to these assumptions and I have become
convinced that the John Blevins, Sr. who died in 1816 was Jack Blevins. Genetic tests
on two proven descendants of Joseph (see discussion on The Y-DNA Evidence)
reinforce that conclusion.
The Joseph Blevins line referenced above (under Dillon, probable son of Jack) was only
20 poles (330 feet) in length and probably represented an artifact of a earlier survey for
land that was never officially transferred. It is the only known Sullivan County reference,
and one of only two known Holston-area references, to a man named Joseph Blevins.
On February 16, 1801, Joseph Blevins witnessed a land sale in Hawkins County, TN
(Hawkins TN DB #3, page 19).
Matthew, probable son of Jack. Much of the information relative to Matthew was
discussed above (under Dillon, probable son of Jack).
An 1828 Hawkins County Chancery Court case proved that Matthew Blevins was
married to Clara Blevins, a proven daughter of Colonel William Blevins (see discussion
on Colonel William Blevins). Matthew and Clara are credited with a number of children,
including some (based on the 1830 Carter County Census and according to tradition)
who may have been born as early as 1801. An earlier Sullivan County indenture,
however, suggests an incongruity relative to the Matthew and Clara Blevins marriage.
On October 18, 1805 "Clary" Blevins signed an indenture as a descendant and heir of
Colonel William Blevins. Had Clara been married, the prevailing legal convention of the
day should have required her husband, as heir by marriage, to sign this indenture,
either with, or in place of Clara. Matthew did not sign this document, suggesting that
either a legal error was made or that Clara was an unmarried woman of legal age in
October of 1805, a date that was after the birth of some of her children. As such, it is
possible that some or all of Clara's children were either not Matthew's natural children or
that they were his natural children born out of wedlock.
Establishing a birth year for Jack Blevins is difficult. He signed petitions in both 1775
and 1776, which (if 21 were the minimum age to do so) could imply a birth year prior to
1754. A John Blevins was also listed on the 1797 Sullivan County Tax List with an
assessment of 4 black polls but zero white polls. This white poll exemption would
suggest an age over 50 and a birth year prior to 1747. I believe that the John Blevins
who appeared on the 1797 Sullivan County tax list was Jack Blevins. His likely
presence on a 1758 Halifax militia list would suggest a birth prior to 1741. I believe
Jack was born about 1740. The previously discussed Joseph Blevins Bible almost
certainly provided the name of his wife; Agatha.
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The following table provides a theoretical structure for the family of Jack Blevins. The
reader is cautioned that the information presented in this table represents a mix of
highly supportable and some speculative data.
Theoretical Family
of
John “Jack” Blevins (about 1740 – 1816)
and his wife Agatha (about 1750 – 1811)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

John Blevins

~1770

Elizabeth Blevins

James Blevins
Dillon Blevins

~1772
1773

Unknown
Unknown

William Blevins

~1778

Unknown

1780

Unknown
Rebecca

Eliza (1805), Frances (1807), John
D. (1811), Elkanah (1816), William
(1818), & Dillion (1821) Blevins
James (1795) Blevins
Clark B. (1817), Looney (1820),
Allen B. (1824), & Mary Jane
(1828) Blevins (plus as many as 2
unknown sons & 3 unknown
daughters based on 1830 census)
William (1815), John (1823), Lucy
(1825), Mary (1827), Alfred (1828),
Hiram (1829), General (1830), &
John (1831) Blevins
James (1800) Blevins
Rebecca, Agnes, Armistead
(1812), Catherine (1818), William
(1818), Josiah Jr. (1821), & Lillian
(1824) Blevins
Joseph (1801), Matthew Jr.
(1803), John (1805), William M.
(1812), Mary (1816), James
(1818), & Phoebe (1823) Blevins

Joseph (Josiah) Blevins

Matthew Blevins

1781

Clara Blevins

Theoretical Family of James Blevins
Almost no information has been found on the James Blevins who was among the
earliest Holston-area settlers. The only Sullivan County land records that mention a
James Blevins after the 1783 John Shelby lawsuit begin in 1816 when James - a proven
son of Jack Blevins - purchased 163 acres of land from Samuel May (Sullivan TN DB
#7, page 150). The Hawkins County land records, however, carry a cryptic reference to
an earlier James Blevins.
A July 19, 1800 indenture between the joint heirs of John Weddle and George Weddle
mentioned the “James Blevins line” in the description of the subject land (Hawkins TN
DB #4, page 18). The indenture also mentioned that the land in question lay “in said
Hawkins County, formerly Sullivan County, North Carolina”. This description suggests
that the “James Blevins line” predated the formation of Hawkins County in 1787. If true,
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then this James Blevins was too old to have been a son of Henry Blevins (see
discussion on Henry Blevins). It is possible, therefore, that James Blevins vacated the
Hazel Lands entirely after being sued by John Shelby and relocated 20 to 30 miles to
the west.
Both the 1796 and 1797 Sullivan County tax lists included a man named James Blevins
who was assessed one white poll in each year. The James Blevins on these tax lists
would have to have been born between 1747 and 1775 (aged between 21 and 50) to
have been eligible for a white poll assessment in those two years. Although this man
could have been the James Blevins under discussion, he could also have been Jack’s
son James who would have almost certainly been of age (21 or older) in 1796.
If the James Blevins on the 1796 and 1797 tax lists was the son of Jack, the absence of
the elder James from these lists would suggest that he was either too old (over 50, born
before 1746), had left the area (see above), or had died prior to 1796. I believe it was
the younger James, son of Jack, who appeared on these lists.
The lack of information on this James Blevins is very disappointing to me personally
because he was almost certainly my 5th great-grandfather. A wealth of circumstantial
and documentary evidence suggests that my proven 4th great-grandfather David Blevins
(born between 1771 and 1780), his proven brother Hardin Blevins (born 1777), and
several other probable and possible brothers all had roots in Sullivan County. In the
1820s, David and his brothers moved from northeastern Tennessee to the Hiwassee
Purchase and settled in what was then a part of Rhea County (now Meigs), Tennessee.
The handwritten 1913 Journal of John Wilson Blevins (a proven grandson of Hardin
Blevins) provides the only documentary evidence as to the name of the Hiwassee group
patriarch. John briefly wrote about his “Great Grandfather James Blevins' family" in this
1913 journal. Genetic testing of two proven descendants of Hardin's brother, David
Blevins, prove an absolute link to other north-of-Holston men and to no other early
group of Blevins men (see discussion on The Y-DNA Evidence).
David, almost-certain son of James. David Blevins was my 4th great-grandfather. The
earliest evidence tying him to Sullivan County is the birth of his son James in 1802.
David’s son James was profiled in Goodspeed’s History of Tennessee in which both
James and his wife Ruth Rockhold were identified as being natives of Sullivan County.
The book Tennessee Cousins – A History of Tennessee People by Worth S. Ray
described James and Ruth as being from “old Sullivan families”.
According to the Records of Commissions of Officers 1796-1815, David Blevins was
commissioned a Lieutenant in the 2nd Regiment of the Sullivan County Tennessee
Militia on October 2, 1809.
David was apparently living just north of Sullivan County in 1810 and was listed next
door to his brother Hardin in that year’s Washington County, Virginia census. David
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was also listed in 1810 as a member of the Washington County, Virginia Militia in
Captain Robert Edmondson’s Company, 1st Battalion of the 105th Regiment.
The name “Ditlow” Blevins appeared on the 1812 Sullivan County tax list and many
researchers believe that Ditlow was actually David. As mentioned previously, I believe
that “Ditlow” was simply a misreading of a poorly written “Dillon”.
David was in Carter County, Tennessee by 1819. According to the book Carter County
Minutes: Vol. 2, 1819-1820, David served on Carter County juries in February, August,
and November of 1819. By 1821, David had moved to the Hiwassee District and settled
in what was then a part of Rhea (now Meigs) County.
The only data points relative to David's date of birth were the 1810 and 1830 census
schedules, which suggest he was born between 1771 and 1780. I believe he was born
about 1775.
Hardin, almost-certain son of James. According to the 1850 Meigs County census,
Hardin was born in 1780 in Tennessee. The 1860 Meigs County Mortality Schedule
shows that he was born in Tennessee in 1778. The David Crockett Blevins (grandson
of Hardin) family Bible lists his date of birth as December 6, 1777. The earliest record
of Hardin Blevins in Sullivan County was his inclusion on that county’s 1812 tax list (in
Captain William Scott’s Company). Prior to 1812, Hardin’s name was on the 1806
Washington County Virginia Personal Property Tax (Lower District) list, which showed
that he owned 3 horses. He also appeared on the 1810 Washington County, Virginia
census, living next door to David Blevins.
Hardin apparently didn’t arrive in Rhea County until 1825 when his name first appeared
on that county’s tax list along with David and Moses Blevins in Captain Miller’s
Company. Hardin named his second son Moses, which could suggest a close
relationship to Moses Blevins.
Moses, probable son of James. Although Moses Blevins (born about 1789) was not
listed as a son of James in the 1913 Journal, he certainly had Sullivan County roots and
had a close association with the other Blevins men of early Rhea County. The first
mention of Moses in Sullivan County was his inclusion, along with Hardin Blevins, on
that county’s 1812 tax list (both in Captain William Scott’s Company). On September
27, 1817, Moses lost a slave in a Sullivan County sheriff’s sale (Sullivan TN DB #7,
page 213).
By 1820 Moses had moved to Carter County (perhaps with David) where he appeared
in that county's’ February 16, 1820 County Court minutes. Moses and Hardin Blevins
first appeared on the Rhea County tax list in 1825, which may suggest that both men
arrived at about the same time. Moses left Rhea County soon after he lost his land in
an 1829 lawsuit. He appeared in the 1830 Carter County census aged between 40 and
50 years. On February 1, 1833, Moses and his wife - Christina Mottern Blevins - signed
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a Sullivan County deed of relinquishment as heirs of Nicholas Mottern (Sullivan TN DB
#11A, page 213).
Moses named his first son Isaac M. Blevins, which could suggest a relationship with the
Isaac Blevins of Rhea County or the Isaac Blevins of Sullivan County (see below).
Moses named his second son James Nicholas Blevins, which could suggest an homage
to his father (James) and his father-in-law (Nicolas). Moses eventually moved to
Gasconade County, Missouri.
Susan, possible daughter of James. Susan Blevins was born in 1793 and married
Samuel Wadley in Sullivan County in about 1806. Susan clearly had a direct
connection to Moses Blevins (see above) as she named her first son Moses Blevins
Wadley in October of 1809. The family is recorded in the Rutherford Co., TN census
beginning in 1810. Researcher Nel Rocklein believes that her ancestor, Susan Blevins,
was a sister to David Blevins.
Isaac, probable son of James. Based on his age group in the 1830 Rhea census, Isaac
was born between 1790 and 1800. He was clearly connected to the David and Hardin
families and the 1913 journal of John Wilson Blevins indicated that Isaac was one of
Hardin’s brothers.
Isaac’s only known connection to Sullivan County is an October 19, 1818 indenture in
which a man named Isaac Blevins of Rutherford County, Tennessee witnessed the sale
of 70 acres of land in Sullivan County, Tennessee (Sullivan TN DB #9, page 381).
Isaac appeared on the tax lists for Roane County, Tennessee from 1822 to 1827 and he
first appeared in the Rhea County records in 1827. The last known record of Isaac
Blevins in Rhea County was on September 28, 1835 when he served on a jury.
There were almost certainly two different, similarly aged men named Isaac Blevins.
There is a tradition within one Blevins family that a man named Isaac Blevins, Sr. was
born in Sullivan County on January 8, 1799. This Isaac married a woman named Eliza
Maupin in September of 1833 in Rock Castle County, Kentucky. He moved his family to
Missouri in 1840 and in 1850 he moved to the Oregon Territory where he died on
February 10, 1883.
William A., probable son of James. According to his 1873 obituary in the Nashville
Christian Advocate, William A. Blevins was born in Sullivan County, Tennessee on
January 15, 1802 and was married in Sullivan County on January 28, 1824. According
to his obituary, William didn’t move to the Hiwassee area until 1826 and the early Rhea
County tax lists and court records tend to verify this date. As such, he was one of the
last of the Blevins men known to have migrated into the area in the 1820s.
In 1831 William Blevins bought several items at the estate sale of David Blevins and in
1836 he purchased lot # 43 (next to the lot purchased by David’s son James Blevins) in
the new City of Decatur. The 1913 Journal of John Wilson Blevins identified Will A.
Blevins as being a brother to Hardin. In 1849, William moved to Arkansas.
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Allen, possible son of James. One of Allen’s sons (Michael R. Blevins) was profiled in
Goodspeed's Biographical and Historical Memoirs of Northwestern Arkansas.
Goodspeed stated that “The father [Allen] was born in Sullivan County, Tennessee.”
Allen first appeared in the Rhea County tax and marriage records in 1824. By 1830, he
had moved to McMinn County, Tennessee, by 1840 he had moved to Bradley County,
Tennessee, and in 1851, he moved to Independence County, Arkansas.
Around 1868, Samuel L. Blevins (a proven grandson of David) moved briefly to Round
Prairie Township in Benton County, AR. According to the 1870 Benton County census,
Samuel, Samuel’s proven brother (Hugh Torbet Vernon Blevins), and the widow (Clara)
and two sons of Allen Blevins (Michael and Gideon) all lived nearby one another.
Although many people migrated to Arkansas before and after the Civil War, the
proximity of David’s and Allen’s descendants there could suggest a family connection.
Allen’s birth year is subject to some controversy. The 1830 McMinn County census
schedule showed as being between 20 and 29 years old. The 1840 Bradley County
census showed him as being between 30 and 39 years old. These dates would imply a
birth year between 1800 and 1810. In the 1850 Bradley County census, however,
Allen’s age was listed as being 64, implying a birth year of 1786. I suspect the 1850
census date was a mistaken transposition of "46", which would imply an 1804 birth.
Determining a birth year for James Blevins is difficult. His inclusion as a co-defendant
in the 1783 John Shelby lawsuit suggests he was born prior to 1763. His being named
in the 1776 “Fincastle Order" suggests he was born prior to 1759 and his signing of the
1777 Petition (if 21 were the minimum age to do so) could suggest a birth year prior to
1757. His almost-certain inclusion on the 1767 Pittsylvania tithable list suggests that he
was born prior to 1747. His exclusion from the 1758 Halifax militia list suggests he was
born after 1740. I believe James was born about 1744.
There is no known credible evidence as to the name of his wife. The large apparent
gaps between the births of some of his almost-certain, probable, and possible children
suggest the possibility that James remarried later in life to a younger woman.
The following table provides a theoretical structure for the family of James Blevins.
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Theoretical Family
of
James Blevins (about 1744 – about 1804)
and his unknown wife

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

David Blevins

~1775

Sarah Torbett

Hardin Blevins

1777

Elizabeth Vance

Moses Blevins

~1789

Christina Mottern

Susan Blevins

~1793

Samuel Wadley

Isaac Blevins
William A. Blevins

~1797
1802

Unknown
Celia Bolen

Hugh T. (1800), James (1802),
Mary F. (1807), Susan (1809),
John T. (1811), and Lucretia
(1813) Blevins
John Wilson (1806), Margaret
(1807), Moses (1809), Samuel
Elbert (1812), Ruth (1813), Phillip
M. (1815), Thomas Vance (1817),
Catherine (1819), and Elizabeth J.
(1822) Blevins
Isaac M. (1822), James Nicholas
(1825), Rachel Ronan (1835), and
Mary Catherine (1841) Blevins
Rachel B. (1807) and Moses
Blevins (1809) Wadley, plus 11
additional children.
Unknown
Ellender (1824), Mahala (1825),
Nancy (1829), John A. (1830),
James H. (1831), Elizabeth
(1833), Mary C. (1833), July
(1836), Henninger (1839), Franklin
C. (1841), William S. (1843),
Susan (1845), Russell E. (1846),
Melissa (1848), and Andrew J.
(1851) Blevins
Allen Bill (1824), William (1827),
Lorinda (1828), John W. (1831),
Malinda (1833), Mariah (1838),
Gideon Thompson (1844), Mary
(1847), and Catherine Blevins

Allen Blevins

1804

Clarissa Owens

The Blevins Men of the Holston: Expanded & Revised Edition - Robert P. Blevins

Page 85

Holston Plat Map as of 1833
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Dillon Blevins

Dillon Blevins was a proven and likely the fourth-born son of John Blevins the Elder, the
patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. He was the last of his immediate family to
have settled in the north-of-Holston area, arriving there in early 1780.
For a relatively simple name, “Dillon” has been subjected to an amazing array of
spellings, abbreviations, and pronunciations. The name Dillon has been abbreviated
as Dill, Dills, and Dell and the historical records carry alternative spellings including
Dillen, Dilen, Dillin, and Delen. A relatively common variation in the historical records
adds an extra syllable to the name “Dillon”, and was spelled Dillian, Dilean, or Dillion.
The different spellings found in the records clearly represent different phonetic
interpretations of the same name. It is tempting to assume that the two main
pronunciations (Dill-on and Dill-i-on) represent two unique given names and refer to two
or more different men and it is clear that, in later generations, Dillon and Dillion evolved
as two different given names. It is also clear, however, that both names were applied to
the same man in the earliest records.
This discussion deals specifically with the Dillon Blevins who married Ann Armstrong in
Pittsylvania County, VA in November of 1770, appeared in Sullivan County, TN as early
as 1780, moved to Carter County, TN by about 1798, and appeared in the Mississippi
Territory by 1809. This Dillon was the proven brother of Devil Will and Jack Blevins
(see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins) and the proven son of John
Blevins the Elder (see discussion on John Blevins the Elder).
The following provides a chronologically ordered discussion of the records covering
Dillon Blevins from his first appearance in southern Virginia to his ultimate move to the
Mississippi Territory, I have tried to maintain, to the fullest extent possible, the actual
spellings of his name as carried in the various records.
Dillon Blevins Records
Dillon Blevins was almost certainly born in what is now Henry County, VA. The first
known record of a man named Dillon Blevins was his appearance (as Dillion) on the
First List of Tithables of Pittsylvania County, VA in 1767.
On November 12, 1770, a marriage bond was recorded in Pittsylvania County for Dillon
Blevins and Ann Armstrong. Ann was the daughter of William and Catherine Armstrong
of Surry County, NC.
On October 5, 1773, Dillon Blevins filed a Pittsylvania deed of trust offering collateral for
three different debts owed to Henry and Edmond Lynne. One debt was owed by Dillon
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alone, one was owed by Dillon and his brother John, and one had been owed by Dillon's
father (unnamed in the deed of trust) but had been assumed by Dillon and John.
In 1774 an indenture for a debt owed to Dillon Blevins, his father, and his brother was
recorded in Pittsylvania County and in December of 1775 a debt satisfaction deed was
filed in Pittsylvania County containing the following language:
Received of Dillon Blevins full satisfaction for all debts between us. Signed Thomas
Stoakes. The said Blevins having paid to John Solomon his commission for selling 10
Negroes.

In October of 1777, Dillion Blevins took the Virginia Oath of Allegiance in Henry County
and his name appeared on the Henry County, VA tax lists for the years 1778 (as
Dillion), 1779 (as Dillon), and 1780 (as Dillion).
On April 22, 1779, John Pace conveyed 116 acres on the Smith River and Beaver
Creek to "Dillian" Blevins. On October 2, 1779, a Henry County proceeding heard oaths
and other evidence from “good and lawful men of said county” relative to lands lying on
Smith River, Jordon's Creek and Mayo River. These “good and lawful men” included
Dillon Blevins.
The last known southern VA “Dillon” record is dated January 27, 1780, when Dillon
Blevins of Henry County conveyed to William Graves 116 acres of land on the south
side of the Smith River. This sale involved the same 116-acre parcel Dillon had
obtained from John Pace just nine months prior. This parcel is critical to understanding
the family of Dillon Blevins as it was the same parcel that had been settled on (as early
as 1746) and surveyed for (on March 13, 1748) John Blevins the Elder (see discussion
on John Blevins the Elder).
Dillon apparently left Henry County for the Overmountain Settlements sometime in early
1780. Within six months of his Henry County land sale, he appeared in the court
records of Washington County, VA. The Annals of Southwest Virginia shows that in
July of 1780, "Dillen" Blevins was examined by the court of Washington County, Virginia
on suspicion of “Feloniously taking” a number of cattle, four from George Martin and
three from John James. "Dilen" was ordered to appear before the next Grand Jury
Court to be held in November. John Blevins, Jonathan Douglas, and John Bunch stood
as securities for Dillon.
Dillon apparently did not appear when ordered because on November 22, 1780, the
Grand Jury Court records show “Judgement issued against Delen Blevins & Security
unless they appear at the next Grand Jury under the penalty formally imposed upon
them”. The final disposition of his case is unknown as Dillon subsequently disappeared
from the Virginia records.
Some researchers point to this legal difficulty as the motivation behind Dillon’s ultimate
move to the Mississippi Territory. This explanation seems completely implausible
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because (as will be shown) Dillon remained in the Overmountain Settlements for more
than 25 years after he was first charged with cattle theft.
A more likely explanation as to why Washington County, Virginia did not pursue the
case is that Virginia simply yielded jurisdiction to North Carolina. Prior to 1780, Virginia
exercised jurisdiction over the land north of the Holston River. By 1780, Virginia and
North Carolina had drawn new state boundary lines (the Walker and Henderson lines),
both of which placed most of the land in question within North Carolina’s jurisdiction.
I believe that at the time of the cattle theft, Dillon was living in what was then a part of
Washington County, VA but what was soon to become Sullivan County, NC (now TN).
It is likely that if the cattle theft case was pursued after November 1780, it was
conducted in the Sullivan County Courts. This is theory only and cannot be verified due
to the loss of early Sullivan Court records.
It is certain, however, that a man named Dillon Blevins was living in Sullivan County in
1783 as evidenced by an August 12, 1783 indenture:
Evan Shelby and John Shelby of Sullivan County, NC to John Brown of Washington
County, VA, £500 for 1/3 part of a tract patented to John Buckanon for 1,250 acres on
20 June 1753 in Sullivan County, NC, on the Holston river … whereon Will Blevins & Dell
Blevins now lives to be laid off by a line beginning at the head of a hollow above Will
Blevins … running to the river … and contains 1/3 of the old patent. [Sullivan TN DB #1,
page 31]

In August 1785, John Blevins the Elder gave a deposition at the house of Dillon Blevins
in Sullivan County, TN relative to a Cumberland County, VA lawsuit filed by Henry
Dillon, Sr. (see discussion on John Blevins the Elder).
In August 1788, Armstead Blevins of Sullivan County filed a lawsuit in the Jonesboro,
NC (now TN) Superior Court of Law and Equity against John Caywood for defamation
of character. The suit narrative specified that “Armstead Blevins a minor under the age
of twenty one years who sues by Dillon Blevins his father…”
In 1789, a man named Henry Colback sued William Blevins in the same Superior Court.
On August 10, 1789, William Blevins, William Blevins Jr., and "Dillen" Blevins pledged a
£1400 bail bond assuring the appearance of William Blevins at the February 1790 Court
session.
On February 15, 1793, the Superior Court of Law & Equity issued two Writs to the
Sheriff of Sullivan County: One against "Dillen" Blevins for $33.43 for costs due to John
Caywood and another against John Caywood for $8.85 for costs due to Armstead
Blevins. Apparently, the Court required both parties to pay the court costs of the other
relative to the August 1788 lawsuit mentioned above.
On July 29, 1793, "Delian" Blevins, Roger Top, and Henry Waggoner were listed as
adjoining landowners on NC Land Grant #581 to Andrew Greer for 400 acres on the
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north side of the Holston River including “Womock Old Fort” (Sullivan TN DB #2, page
616).
On September 25, 1793, "Dillen" Blevins served on a Superior Court jury in the case of
George Martin vs. Andrew English. It is unknown if this was the same George Martin
who had, in 1780, accused Dillon of cattle theft.
On September 26, 1794, "Dillen" Blevins and John Carter stood as Securities, bound in
the amount of eight hundred dollars, for William Blevins in his Superior Court lawsuit
against John Shelby. Later records will show that Dillon Blevins and John Carter had a
relationship for at least 15 years. This John Carter was almost certainly the same man
who married Dillon’s daughter Catherine and who was named Master of Equity at the
Washington District Superior Court of Law and Equity in September 1794.
According to the book Historic Sullivan by Oliver Taylor, "Dill" Blevins was appointed to
a 1795 Sullivan County Jury of View to “view and lay off a great road the easiest and
best way from Shoats ford on Holston river to the Virginia line leading to Abingdon.”
Both the 1796 and the 1797 Sullivan County, TN tax lists included the name Dillon
Blevins. In both years, Dillon was assessed for 3 black polls but was not himself
assessed (no white polls). Dillon’s proven son Armstead Blevins also appeared on both
the 1796 and 1797 Sullivan tax lists and was assessed 1 white and 1 black poll in each
year. Armstead is generally believed to have been born in 1775.
On May 14, 1797, John Carter purchased two tracts of land on Powell’s River in what
was then Hawkins County, TN from a man named Nathaniel Folsom. The indenture
identified both Carter and Folsom as being residents of Carter County, TN. "Dillion"
Blevins and a man named John Robinson witnessed this sale and the indenture was
proven by "Dillion’s" oath in Hawkins County on August 1, 1801 (Hawkins TN DB A,
page 382).
Dillon apparently moved from Sullivan County to Carter County sometime during 1798.
On November 13, 1798 he swore out a deposition before Carter County Justice of the
Peace Landon Carter in support of a Superior Court of Law & Equity lawsuit filed by
John (Jack) Blevins against John Shelby (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James
Blevins). By 1800, the Carter County tax list included the name "Dillen" Blevins. This
tax list did not indicate the basis for taxation (white polls, black polls, land, etc.).
On September 3, 1805, John Carter sold 415 acres of land on the east side of the Doe
River in Carter County, TN to "Dillen" Blevins (Carter TN DB A page 513). The sale
was witnessed by Dancy McCraw, William Bean, and William Blevins. A year later, on
September 20, 1806, "Dillen" Blevins and John Carter sold the same 415-acre tract to
John Johnson and John Humphreys (Carter TN DB B page 50). This sale was
witnessed by Godfrey Carriger Jr., Alfred M. Carter, and Daniel Appling.
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Dillon’s 1806 land sale may have been in preparation of a major relocation on his part.
Part of the Dillon Blevins mythology is that he first removed to Rutherford County in
central Tennessee. As will be discussed later, this move may or may not have actually
occurred.
In 1804, Congress expanded the Mississippi Territory to include almost all of the
present-day States of Mississippi and Alabama. In 1807, only the southwestern portion
of this territory (Washington County) was open to white settlement. In 1808, Madison
County (in present-day Alabama) was organized in the northeastern portion of the
Territory. This new county represented a small enclave of land open to white settlement
on the north side of the Tennessee River.
By 1809, Dillon Blevins had moved to Madison County in the Mississippi Territory. He
appeared as Dillon Blevins on the 1809 Madison County “permissions for land” list and
as "Dillen" Blevins on the 1809 Madison County residents list. "Dillin" Blevins also
appeared on the 1810 Territorial Census for Madison County and on that county’s 1811
tax list.
On May 12, 1811, Dillon Blevins acted as “attorney of fact” for Nat Taylor of Carter
County, TN in the sale of a 300-acre tract of land in Madison County, Mississippi
Territory to William Blevins for $1000.
In 1811, "Dillen" Blevins of Madison County, Mississippi Territory conveyed a Negro
woman and her child to William Blevins for $500. In March 1812, Dillon Blevins of
Madison County, Mississippi Territory conveyed three Negro boys to William Blevins for
$800. John E. Taylor witnessed both the 1811 and 1812 slave sales. James Moore
was an additional witness to the 1811 sale.
In October 1811, the case of The Territory versus Dillon Blevins was opened in
Mississippi Territory Superior Court. The Court minutes are worded as follows:
“Be it remembered, that heretofore, to wit; at Superior Court… held at the courthouse in
the town of Twickenham …for the County and Territory aforesaid, upon their oath present
and say that Dillon Blevins, laborer of said County, did on the 24th day of February in
the year of our Lord 1811, within the county aforesaid with force of arms commit a
trespass on the land of a certain Stephen Smith and did willfully and maliciously burn and
destroy a number of logs hewed and intended to be made into a house, by said Smith,
said logs being of the value of one hundred dollars and other enormities committed on
the property of said Smith, to the great terror of the said Smith and all of the good citizens
of the county, to the evil example of all others, in like case offending and against the
peace and dignity of the Mississippi Territory. (Signed) J. W. Walker, attorney pro tem, a
true bill; William Lanier, Foreman.”
“Whereupon the Sheriff of the county aforesaid is commanded, that he omit not for any
privileged in his county, but that he take the said Dillon Blevins, if he may be found in
his county, and him safely keep to answer the misdemeanor whereof he stands
indicted.”
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The circumstances surrounding the disposition of this case are unclear but Dillon
apparently suffered no direct legal consequences. During the same term of the court, it
was ordered:
“…on the motion of the defendant by his attorney, it is ordered by the court that the bill of
indictment be quashed and that the defendant go hence.”

A Tennessee lawsuit filed December 31, 1818 by James King, Jr. against William
Blevins noted that Dillon, William, and John Blevins were brothers and that John Carter
was Dillon’s son-in-law.
On March 3, 1817, the Mississippi Territory was divided. The western portion became
the state of Mississippi, and the eastern portion was organized as the Alabama
Territory. On December 14, 1819, Alabama was admitted to the Union as the 22nd
State.
At some point, Dillon and his family moved further south and finally settled in Dallas
County, Alabama. The final 25 years of Dillon’s life has apparently been the focus of
much research by his Alabama descendants and most – if not all – of his children have
been well documented.
Family tradition holds that Dillon Blevins was born in March of 1750 and died in April of
1836 in Dallas County, Alabama. His wife, Ann Armstrong Blevins was born May 5,
1750 and died in October of 1844. Both are buried, along with other members of the
family, in an old Dallas County family cemetery off Highway 22 north of Selma,
Alabama.
Dillon’s gravesite is referenced in Volume 1 of Abstract of Graves of Revolutionary
Patriots by Patricia Law Hatcher. This listing, and a belief that Dillon lived for a time in
Rutherford County, TN may be based on a 1951 letter written by genealogist Prentiss
Price. Price wrote, in part:
He [Dillon] served in the Revolutionary War in Henry Co., VA, in 1777. Later moved to
Rutherford Co. Tenn, and by Jan 1809 was in Madison Co., Mississippi Territory.

Apart from his 1777 “Oath of Allegiance” in Henry County, VA, I haven’t found any
record to support the contention that Dillon served in the Revolutionary War. Dillon’s
move to Rutherford County, TN is generally accepted as a “fact” by most researchers
but it is unsubstantiated to my knowledge.
By the standards of the day, travel from Carter County, TN to Madison County in the
Mississippi Territory was a relatively easy affair as the entire journey could have been
made by flatboat or barge. Travel from Carter County to Rutherford County to Madison
County, on the other hand, would have required a great deal of overland travel.
Although it is possible that Dillon and his family took this circuitous route, I have yet to
see any direct supportive evidence. It is certain, however, that one of Dillon’s sons
moved from Carter County to Warren County, TN around the same time Dillon left
Carter County. Warren County was at the time, contiguous to Rutherford County.
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Whether or not Dillon traveled through, or once lived in, Rutherford County is perhaps
an academic issue. A more important question concerns Dillon’s actual date of birth.
As mentioned, family tradition holds that he was born in March 1750 and this date is
actually carved on his tombstone. Several records, however, suggest he may have
been born earlier.
A man named "Dillion" Blevins appeared on the First List of Tithables of Pittsylvania
County, VA in 1767. A 17-year old Dillon would not have been excluded from that list
based on age as Colonial Virginia assessed the tax on all free males age 16 and older.
But taxable minor sons were typically listed on the same line entry as their father (and
before their father’s taxable slaves) because it was the father (or widowed mother) who
was actually responsible for paying the son’s poll tax. Dillon’s name appeared
independently on the 1767 Tithables list, suggesting he maintained his own household
at the time. Minor-aged men, and particularly unmarried minor-aged men, rarely lived
independently at the time. This listing suggests that "Dillion" Blevins was actually born
prior to 1747.
On November 12, 1770, a marriage bond was recorded in Pittsylvania County for Dillon
Blevins and Ann Armstrong. Most of the references I have seen relative to this record
use the phrase "Dillon recorded a marriage bond..”. A man born in March of 1750
would have been 20 years old at the time and it is doubtful that a minor could have
legally made such a recording. If, on the other hand, the bond was recorded for Dillon,
it would most probably have passed legal muster. Obviously, if Dillon was over 21
years of age at the time, the actual recording mechanism used is irrelevant.
Dillon appeared on the 1796 and 1797 Sullivan County, TN tax lists with assessments
of 0 white and 3 black polls in each year. Tennessee law at the time assessed a poll
tax on all free white males between the ages of 21 and 50 with exemptions for poverty
or infirmary. It is unlikely that Dillon qualified for a poverty exemption given the fact he
owned at least 3 slaves. It also seems unlikely that Dillon was exempted on the basis of
health given the fact he lived for nearly 40 more years. The most reasonable
explanation for Dillon’s white poll tax exemption is that he was over 50 years old by
1796, which would - again - suggest he had been born prior to 1747. An alternate
explanation is that Dillon simply lied about his age to escape taxes.
I believe that Dillon Blevins was born in 1746, not in 1750.
The “Other” Dillons
There is some evidence that there were two different early men named Dillon Blevins.
Jonathan Blevans (1811-1890), son of Stephen Ausborn Blevans and Nancy Kirkland,
dictated a story on his family’s history shortly before his death in 1890. This story was
published in 1932 by Ruth Blevans Ping in a booklet titled "Blevans-Burks History".
Jonathan’s story reads in part:
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“My Great Grandfather was an Englishman. He and two brothers emigrated to America
in an early day, and settled in Virginia when it was an infant colony. He raised a large
family of boys, six in number, and one daughter, namely, Will, Dill, John, Jim, Jonathan
and Richard, the last two twins.”

Jonathan identified his great-grandfather as being named Daniel and descendants of
Daniel estimate his birth year as being about 1730 (the name of Daniel’s daughter was
not given in Jonathan’s story). This family had almost certainly settled in Montgomery
County, VA prior to the Revolution and were largely considered to be Tories. By the
late 1780s, members of this group had found their way to Washington County (now
Unicoi County), TN and then to Buncombe County, NC by the early 1790s. By 1800,
most members of this group had moved to Wayne County, KY while others moved to
Blount and Marion Counties, TN. Several group members or descendants ultimately
moved to Cape Girardeau County, Missouri and to Carroll County, Arkansas.
Descendants of this family group claim that Daniel’s son “Dill” disappeared from the
records at a very early date and was not the same man who married Ann Armstrong. I
concur with this assessment. At least one descendant of this family group contends that
"Jonathan's story" contains several questionable elements and that this "Dill" Blevins
may never have existed at all.
In 1811 or 1812, a man named "Dillen" Blevins signed a Petition by the Inhabitants of
the Missouri Territory asking Congress for an elevation in their territorial status. The
actual date of signing is not known but the petition bearing his signature was presented
to Congress on December 6, 1812. As previously discussed, Dillon Blevins of Sullivan
County is documented to have been in Madison County, Mississippi Territory (now
Alabama) from 1809 to at least March of 1812. It is possible that this Dillon temporarily
moved from Madison County to the Missouri Territory sometime in 1811 or 1812, signed
the Missouri Petition, and then later returned to settle in Dallas County, Alabama. It is
also possible that the man who signed the Missouri Territory Petition was the missing
Dill Blevins (son of Daniel) discussed previously, or a cousin or nephew of the subject
Dillon.
The Grayson County, VA Will Book 1 shows that on October 10, 1816, the personal
estate of "Dillin" Blevins was sold at public auction. This Dillon's estate was
administered by Polly Blevins, David Blevins, and James Blevins. Some researchers
have pointed to this "Dillin" as being the missing “son of Daniel” and other researchers
have suggested that this "Dillin" was a son of Dillon and Ann. A family Bible reportedly
proves that this man was the oldest son of “Orator” John and Catherine (Cox) Blevins.
According to the family Bible, this Dillon was born May 18, 1789 and married Mary
“Polly” Isom on April 7, 1812. The Polly, David, and James Blevins who served as
administrators to Dillon’s estate were, in fact, Dillon’s widow and two of his brothers.
In 1828, the name Dillon Blevins reappeared in the Sullivan County, TN records but this
man was almost certainly a son of Jack Blevins and a nephew of the subject Dillon (see
discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
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The historical records include several other men named Dillon or Dillion Blevins but
these men were all born after 1800. Most of these men were probably direct or
collateral descendants of, or distant cousins to, the subject Dillon.
The Dillion Asher Connection
Dillion Asher (1774-1844) was a colorful pioneer character and was reportedly the
second white settler of what is now Clay County, Kentucky. An old family document
titled History of Dillion Asher and His Family, was dictated by Dillion Asher’s greatgrandson and namesake Dillion W. Bingham. The actual date of the document is
unknown to me but it apparently contains the following affidavit:
AFFIDAVIT: This is the history of the Asher Family of Bell and Harlan Counties. It was
dictated by D.W. Bingham, son of Benjamin Bingham, son of Elijah Bingham, son of John
A. Bingham...and recorded by my mother, Sarah Bingham Moss, daughter of Capt.
William Bingham. This is my property. Ida Moss Phillips, Sept.13, 1953.

The Dillion Asher history document is important to researchers of Dillon Blevins
because it provides valuable anecdotal information on Dillon and on one of Dillon’s
possible siblings. Following are some excerpts from this document:
“Dillion Asher was grandmother Sally [Asher] Lane’s brother. Grandmother Asher’s
father was named Billy Asher and he was a full blood Frenchman. Her mother was a
Blevins, sister of Dillion Blevins, a Long Hunter and Mrs. Blevins was of French
descent, her name was Polly Blevins.”
“Dillion Asher, 18 years, and Uncle Dillion Blevins started to go to Boone’s Fort...by the
way of Straight Creek and Red Bird, and Dillion Asher stayed back with some peach
seeds and was planting them when old Dillion Blevins ran back and said, “Are you
going to make your home there?’”

I have not seen the entire document and can only rely on published excerpts. The
above-cited excerpts clearly identify Dillon Blevins’ sister as “Polly” but the consensus
among Asher family researchers is that her name was really Peggy (or Margaret). As
such, I will defer to the consensus and assume that Dillion Asher’s parents were William
“Billy” Asher and Margaret “Peggy” Blevins, sister of Dillon Blevins.
William and Peggy (Blevins) Asher were known to have lived near Bean’s Station in
what is now Grainger County, TN. According to family lore, William Asher drowned in
the Holston River when his son Dillion was about 12 years old.
The Dillion Asher history document provides some interesting insights and probably
some exaggeration. Bingham called Dillion Blevins a “Long Hunter” and this is the only
known record that identifies Dillon as such. There is a good deal of evidence, however,
tying the north-of-Holston Blevins groups to the Longhunter traditions (see discussion
on The Blevins Longhunters).
It is very plausible that the Dillon Blevins of Sullivan County was reasonably well
acquainted with his nephew Dillion Asher. It would have been about a 60-mile trip down
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the Holston River from the Blevins lands in Sullivan County to Bean’s Station and it is
reasonable to assume that Dillon Blevins occasionally traveled there to visit his sister
and her family.
The story about 18-year-old Dillion Asher and his uncle Dillion Blevins traveling to
Boone’s Fort (presumably Boonesborough, KY) could be 100% accurate but it seems a
bit less plausible given that the trip would have involved more than 120 miles of
overland travel each way. This particular trip would have occurred about 1792 and
Dillon Blevins still had several young children to care for at that time.
Another questionable aspect of the story is the alleged French ancestry of Peggy
Blevins. Clearly, this could simply represent entrenched misinformation within the
Asher family. As an interesting side note, the 1978 book Rugged Trail to Appalachia, by
Mary T. Brewer, claimed that Peggy Blevins was of Jewish descent and that her
ancestors had emigrated from England. Brewer cited (then) living descendants of the
Asher family in Leslie County, KY as sources for this information.
The “old Dillion Blevins” referenced in the Dillion Asher history document was almost
certainly the same Dillon Blevins who settled in the Holston Area of northeastern
Tennessee.
Theoretical Family of Dillon Blevins
There is very little controversy surrounding the children of Dillon and Ann Armstrong
Blevins. All researchers seem to agree on five children: Nancy, Armstead, Keturah,
William, and John. Most researchers add daughters Catherine and Amarilla, and a few
add Dillon Jr. to the list of children.
Aside from Armstead and one grandson (John L. Blevins), I have done no original
research on any of Dillon’s children or grandchildren. The following discussions are
therefore based largely on work done by other researchers and reflect my own
interpretations of that work.
Nancy Blevins was born about 1772, probably in Henry County, VA. According to a
1973 paper on William Bean (Sr.) and his descendants, she married a man named
William Bean (about 1775-1815). Nancy and William had nine children, including sons
named Armstead and Dillon (or Dillard). Nancy and her husband also removed to the
Mississippi Territory although it is unclear if they made the move at the same time as
her father Dillon. Nancy died in 1845.
Armstead Blevins is perhaps the best known of Dillon’s children. He was born about
1775, probably in Pittsylvania County, VA.
As previously discussed, Armstead (with assistance from his father Dillon) filed a lawsuit
in August 1788 against John Cawood for defamation of character.
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The December 14, 1795 issue of the Aurora General Advertiser of Philadelphia, PA
carried a legal notice from a man named James Lang of Brownsville, PA. In his notice,
Lang complained that he had delivered five different monetary bonds to "Armsted"
Blevins of Sullivan County in the Territory Southwest of the River Ohio for the purchase
of 12,800 acres of land located in Davidson County, NC (now Tennessee). Lang gave
notice that because "Armsted" failed to complete his portion of the deal, Lang would not
honor the bonds he had given.
In about 1795, Armstead married a woman named Keturah (about 1778-1845), probably
in Sullivan County, TN. A long-held tradition held that Keturah was the daughter of a
man named John Carter. An October 6, 1804 Surry County, NC deed - provided by
researcher Susan Story - proves otherwise:
6 Oct 1804 - Hugh Armstrong to Martin Armstrong - Deed of Trust.
Hugh Armstrong of Surry County North Carolina of the one part and Martin
Armstrong of the same county and state of the other part, witnessed that for and in
consideration of the natural love that said Hugh bears to his daughter Kiturah the wife
of Armstead Blevins of Sullivan County, State of Tennessee and of the sum of one
dollar paid by the said Martin...... [Surry County, NC Deed Book K, page 313]

The above deed provides irrefutable proof that Armstead's wife was an Armstrong, not a
Carter. Kiturah's proven father, Hugh Armstrong, was almost certainly a brother to Ann
Armstrong (Dillon's wife). As such, it is almost certain that Armstead married his first
cousin.
Family tradition also holds that Armstead and Keturah had 7 children including Hugh
Armstrong, Carter, Dillon, John B., Keturah, and two daughters whose names are
unknown.
Armstead’s movements, particularly after 1805 become unclear. Sullivan County, TN
records show that in 1805, Armstead’s land was sold at sheriff’s sale to satisfy court
judgments. He may have removed briefly to Carter County, TN but some records
indicate that he soon moved to Warren County in central Tennessee. His name (as
“Armsteat” Blevins) appeared on the 1812 Warren County, TN tax list.
Family tradition holds that Armstead and his oldest son, Hugh Armstrong Blevins, both
served in the War of 1812. There is a War of 1812 record of a Private Armstead Blevins
within Captain William Mitchell’s company with the notation “Spies; discharged”.
According to descendants of Hugh Armstrong Blevins, Hugh was inducted into service
in McMinnville, Warren County, TN on November 13, 1814, was in the Battle of New
Orleans on December 28, 1814, and was discharged from service on May 13, 1815.
Records show that Hugh served as a 3rd Sergeant in the 1st Regiment, West Tennessee
Militia under Colonel William Metcalf.
Armstead’s wife Keturah holds the distinction of being the only Blevins listed on the
surviving 1820 TN Census schedules. She appears on the 1820 Warren County, TN
census aged over 45 years and her household included 4 males and 2 females. The
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absence of Armstead from this household strongly suggests that he had died, or had
been otherwise separated from his family prior to 1820.
Several researchers believe that Armstead died in 1814 in Rutherford County, TN.
However, Keturah obtained a divorce decree in 1821 from the State of Tennessee,
legally ending her marriage. She clearly would not have sought a divorce had she
known that Armstead was dead. I believe it is more likely that Armstead never returned
from the war and that his fate was simply unknown to his family.
Hugh Armstrong Blevins (Armstead’s oldest son and grandson of Dillon) merits extra
discussion. Hugh was born on February 4, 1796 probably in Sullivan County, TN. On
October 1, 1819, he married Emily King in Cumberland County, KY and he removed to
Green County, KY sometime before 1830. In 1832, he and his family moved to the
Arkansas Territory. Tradition holds that David Crockett spent a week at the Arkansas
home of Hugh Blevins while making his fateful trip from Tennessee to the Alamo in
Texas. Hugh died in Hempstead County, AR on January 4, 1859. The small town that
developed around the Hugh Armstrong Blevins home is called Blevins, AR.
Armstead’s son Dillon was also a colorful character of Hempstead County, AR. The
book Sam Williams, Printer's Devil: Memorabilia. Some Ante-Bellum Reminiscences of
Hempstead County, Arkansas (1979, Etter Printing Co., Hope, AR) contains a collection
of articles from the Washington (AR) Telegraph newspaper. One article, originally
published in 1886, contained the following snippet:
Dillon or “Dill” Blevins as he was commonly called, was from Kentucky and came to
Hempstead County at an early date. He was the brother of Hugh A. Blevins. He was a
great lover of all kinds of sports and was an expert in the manipulation of cards. He
unfortunately killed a man in Alabama before coming to Arkansas and was ever afterward
about half crazy. He has been dead a great many years.

Amarilla Blevins was probably a daughter of Dillon and Ann Armstrong Blevins. She
was born about 1778. Little is known about her other than she married a man named
Thomas Moore. At least one researcher has questioned the contention that Amarilla
was Dillon’s daughter.
Catherine Blevins, born about 1780 in Tennessee, was a proven daughter of Dillon and
Ann Armstrong Blevins. She was first married to John Carter, a man who played an
interesting role in the legal affairs of Devil Will Blevins (see discussions on Devil Will,
Jack, and James Blevins).
In 1810, John Carter filed a divorce suit against Catherine in the Superior Court for Law
and Equity in Madison County of the Mississippi Territory. In his suit, John Carter
claimed that he and Catherine Blevins had been married "sometime in the year
1794". Carter further stated that he and Catherine were married for about 10 years
before she started a relationship with a man named Cullen Arp, with whom she eloped
to the Mississippi Territory in March of 1810.
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Although no children were named in the 1810 divorce complaint, a Carter-family
researcher believes that John and Catherine had a son named Armstead. The name
Armstead Carter does appear in the 1811-1819 minutes index of the above-mentioned
Madison court.
Keturah Blevins was born in 1785 and died on January 19, 1872. She married a man
named John Edward Taylor in 1817. Their children included four sons (William B., John
B., Green B., and Skelton Taylor) and three daughters (Alabama, Tennessee, and Mary
Ann Taylor).
William Blevins was born in Tennessee on January 16, 1792. He married Matilda
Phillips on January 17, 1817 in Madison County, Mississippi Territory (now Alabama).
William’s children included two daughters (Parolee Pope and Matilda Ann Blevins) and
five sons (George P., William A., Llewellyn P., Robert E., and John C. Blevins). William
died in Dallas County, AL on June 15, 1847.
Dillon Blevins Jr. Many researchers maintain that Dillon had a son named Dillon Jr. and
estimate his date of birth anywhere from 1773 to as late as 1800. The evidence for a
Dillon Jr. is largely anecdotal.
In a September 1970 letter, researcher Eva Blevins Crider wrote that Dillon “had a son
named Dillon, brilliant young lawyer of Murfreesboro, Tennessee, died young, never
married.” Crider did not offer a date of birth for Dillon Jr. or cite a basis for the above
statement. Murfreesboro is the county seat of Rutherford County, TN.
John Blevins was born in Tennessee on January 7, 1795. On February 24, 1825, he
married Margaret Oldham Connaly (1808-1849) in Madison County, AL. John and
Margaret had 12 children including 5 daughters (Mary Jane, Ann, Katherine Louise,
Parolee Pope, and Margaret Ellis Blevins) and 7 sons (John Falkner, William
Armstrong, Lucien Moore, George Byron, James Camp, Charles Lewis, and Anderson
Bean Blevins). John died in Dallas County, AL on February 22, 1851. His March 12,
1851 obituary in The Southern Advocate of Huntsville, AL read as follows:
rd

th

Died, at his residence in Selma, on the 23 inst., John Blevins, in the 57 year of his
age. He was a native of Tennessee and emigrated to Alabama in his boyhood.
Served under [Andrew] Jackson in Indian campaigns and participated in many of his
most distinguished battles. Extensively known throughout the State. Leaves a large and
interesting family of children, some of them of very tender years.

Apparently, John did not move to "Alabama in his boyhood" as detailed in his obituary.
Instead, he must have remained behind in Tennessee when his parents first moved to
the Mississippi Territory. Tradition holds that he was a member of the Tennessee Militia
when he served under Jackson in the Indian Wars (probably the Creek War of 18121815).
John left an “interesting family of children” indeed as he holds the distinction of having
two different sons named John. At about the age of 21, and prior to his marriage to
Margaret Oldham Connaly, John fathered an illegitimate son in Tennessee. This son,
The Blevins Men of the Holston: Expanded & Revised Edition - Robert P. Blevins

Page 99

named John L. Blevins, was born June 24, 1817. Family tradition holds that John L.
Blevins was born in Sullivan County, TN but one of his obituaries names Carter County
and another names Hawkins County as his place of birth.
According to a November 5, 1951 paper by Rogersville, TN genealogist Prentiss Price,
John Falkner Blevins (January 13, 1828 – June 12, 1900) “had an older half-brother
also named John Blevins, who lived at Rogersville [Hawkins County, TN] and whose
children were known as relatives.” The above information was provided to Price by
John Falkner Blevins’ daughter, Mrs. Len G. Privett. Mrs. Privett knew nothing of the
mother of John L. Blevins.
Price cited an 1838 letter (author unnamed) that referred to John L. Blevins as “the
young man that was partly raised in (James P.) McCarty’s family and now the son-inlaw of A(bsalom) Kyle”.
For an illegitimate child, John L. Blevins did very well for himself. As a youth, he was
employed as a driver for the Great Eastern and Western Stage Lines operated by
Absalom and William C. Kyle. In 1835, John eloped with Absalom’s 16 year-old
daughter Minerva Kyle. In March of 1838, John was elected Clerk of Hawkins County.
In 1846, John began operating a Tavern in Rogersville and in 1849 he was elected
Clerk of the Bank of Tennessee in Rogersville.
John sided with the Union during the Civil War and in 1866, he was appointed United
States Marshall for the Northern District of Mississippi by President Johnson. After
John returned to Hawkins County in 1868, he was elected to represent Hawkins County
in both the Tennessee State House and State Senate. John L. Blevins died July 16,
1887 in Mooresburg, TN.
Some researchers mistakenly identify John L. Blevins as a grandson of Revolutionary
War pensioner Henry Blevins (see discussion on Henry Blevins).
The following table summarizes the discussions on, and provides a theoretical structure
for, the family of Dillon and Ann (Armstrong) Blevins. The reader is cautioned that the
family structure presented is largely based on the research of others and some
information presented may not be fully proven.
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Theoretical Family
of
Dillon Blevins (1746 - 1836)
and his wife Ann Armstrong (1750 - 1844)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

Nancy Blevins

~1772

William Bean

Armstead (1799), Martha (1801),
Catherine (1802), Anderson
(1804), Munford (1805), Dillon
(1807), Rufus (1810), William
(1812), and John (1814) Bean
Hugh Armstrong (1796), Carter
(1798), Dillon (1801), John B.
(1803), & Kiturah (1804) Blevins
Unknown
Armstead?
Unknown - May not have married
William B. (1816), John B. (1820),
Alabama (1821), Tennessee
(1822), Green B.?, Mary Ann
(1830), and Skelton (1833) Taylor
Parolee P. (1817), George P.
(1823), Matilda Ann (1825),
William A. (1827), Llewellyn P.
(1830), Robert E., & John C.
Blevins
None?
John L. Blevins (1817)
Mary Jane (1826), John Falkner
(1828), Ann (1829), William
Armstrong (1831), Katherine
Louise (1833), Parolee Pope
(1834), Lucien Moore (1836),
George Byron (1838), James
Camp (1840), Charles Lewis
(1842), Margaret Ellis (1844), &
Anderson Bean (1849) Blevins

Armstead Blevins

1775

Kiturah Armstrong

Amarilla Blevins
Catherine Blevins

~1778
~1780

Kiturah "Kitty" Blevins

~1785

Thomas Moore
John Carter
Cullen Arp
John Edward Taylor

William Blevins

~1792

Matilda E. Phillips

Dillon Blevins, Jr.?
John Blevins

~1794
~1795

None?
Unknown
Margaret Oldham Connaly
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Henry Blevins

Henry Blevins was a proven and likely the second-youngest son of John Blevins the
Elder, the patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. He was certainly among the
early Blevins men known to have settled in the Holston River area and probably arrived
there concurrently with his father and most of his immediate family.
Henry Blevins and his family have been ignored by most researchers studying the early
Blevins settlers of the Holston River area. Although several significant records relating
to Henry have survived, almost nothing is known about his immediate family or his
direct descendants.
Henry’s birth year is a matter of some controversy. According to both the 1830 and
1840 Hawkins County, TN census schedules, he was born between 1750 and 1759.
Several more specific, but conflicting, records exist relative to Henry’s birth year.
According to his August 30, 1832 Revolutionary War Pension affidavit, Henry Blevins
was “aged seventy three years next Christmas”. This statement implies a birth year for
Henry of about 1759. According to the 1840 Hawkins County census of pensioners,
however, he was born in 1756.
Henry signed a North Carolina petition in 1775 (see below). Assuming that only men
aged 21 or older could legally sign such documents, this petition record would imply he
had been born prior to 1755. Finally, Henry’s 1847 obituary specified his birth date as
being January 6, 1752.
Henry filed a second Revolutionary War pension affidavit in April 1833 which reads in
part: “I have no record of my age, the same having been destroyed when the Indians
burnt my Father's house in Sullivan County near Shelby's Fort.” Although this
statement provides no insight into Henry’s actual birth year, it does offer two significant
gems of information.
The mention of “my Father’s house” proves that the early Holston-area Blevins settlers
included at least one man belonging to a generation older than Henry’s. This older man
was John Blevins the Elder, the patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan.
The specification of “near Shelby’s Fort” proves that Henry was a member of the Blevins
families that settled on the north side of the Holston River. There were two Shelby’s
forts in the area at the time. Evan Shelby’s fort (or Shelby’s Station) was situated near
what is now Bristol, TN. I believe, however, that Henry was referring to John Shelby’s
fort, which was located closer to the Holston River. Both forts were situated north of the
Holston.
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Henry Blevins Records
Henry’s place of birth was noted in both his 1833 pension affidavit and his 1847 obituary
as being on the Smith River in Henry County, Virginia. At the time of his birth, this was
in the extreme western part of Halifax County, Virginia.
In 1775, Henry Blevins signed the first Petition of the Inhabitants of Washington District,
requesting that the newly formed Washington District be made a county of North
Carolina. Henry’s signing of this petition is curious because - although North Carolina
considered the area north of the Holston to be part of its Washington District - Virginia
exercised de facto control over this land at the time.
According to his August 30, 1832 Revolutionary War Pension affidavit, Henry “enrolled
[in the War effort] in Sullivan County on Holston River where he resided at that time in
the state of North Carolina in the spring of the year 1777”. He spent 12 months
guarding the frontier from hostile Indians and was discharged in 1778. He volunteered
for service again in 1780 and participated in the Overmountain March from Sycamore
Shoals and the Battle of King’s Mountain. He volunteered for service again in about
February of 1781 and participated in Martin’s Expedition against the Cherokee.
In September of 1786, Henry married a woman named Catherine who was almost
certainly a daughter of Colonel William Blevins of Sullivan County, TN. By 1790, Henry
and Catherine had settled in Hawkins County, TN. Although Henry did not appear on
the Hawkins County voters list of 1790, records show that on September 23, 1790, he
entered (registered) in Hawkins County, a gray mare he had taken up as stray livestock.
In June of 1792, Henry Blevins was included on a list of men who owed back taxes to
Hawkins County, TN.
It is possible that Henry briefly lived in what is now Knox County, TN. On March 4,
1795, Henry Blevins and Joel Dyer sold 200 acres of land to William Davis for £75.
William Davis subsequently sold the land to a man named Thomas Drinner. This land
sale became the subject of an 1817 Hawkins County lawsuit brought by William Davis
against Henry. Although the court records do not document the basis or details of this
suit, it is known that Davis dropped the suit in 1819 and Henry was awarded recovery of
his costs. The court records do, however, provide the text of the associated sales
agreement:
Know all men by this presents that I Henry Blevins and Joel Dyer of the County of Nox
and Tiretory South of the Ohiho have bargned Sold and delivered a track of land
containing two hundred akers on the North of Holston River Blacks Branch for the
Sum of Seventy five pound to them in hand paid down by me William Davis of the Said
Countey and wee Said Blevins and Dyer dou bind ourselves hers and assigns in the
panell Sum of one hundred and fifty pounds Curency of the Said Teretory to make or
caus to bee meed a good and Lawfull Dad for the Sam on or befor twelve monts from this
dat witness hereunto wee have Set our hand and Sells this fourth day of Marth 1795.
Alexander Suit (his X mark)
Henry Bloavns (his HB mark)
David Davis (his D mark)
Joel Dryer
[sic – all above]
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Note: Henry Blevins was another early Blevins man who used a unique signature mark. He used a runtogether version of his initials (block letters "H" and "B") where the second vertical line in "H" was also the
vertical line in "B". He applied this mark in the above deed and on both his 1832 and 1833 Revolutionary
War pension affidavits.

Henry Blevins appeared on the 1809 Hawkins County, TN Tax list in Captain Lucas’
company. That list assessed Henry with one white poll and one black poll. The single
white poll assessment could be interpreted as yet another conflicting piece of
information relative to Henry’s age. White men under the age of 21, or over the age of
50, were exempted (at that time) from poll taxes. If the white poll was for Henry himself,
the 1809 assessment would suggest a birth year after 1759. Perhaps a more likely
explanation is that the white poll assessment was for an adult son (born prior to 1789)
still living with Henry in 1809.
On November 14, 1813, Henry Blevins received East Tennessee District grant #3257
for 52 acres in Hawkins County.
On November 28, 1818, Henry and his wife Catherine were parties to the sale of 200
acres atop the Iron Mountain in Sullivan County (see discussion on Colonel William
Blevins). Catherine’s status in this transaction was almost certainly that of a
descendant heir of William Blevins. Henry’s status was almost certainly that of an heir
by marriage of William Blevins.
In April of 1819, Henry Blevins served as a Hawkins County Circuit Court juror in the
case of John Den, Lessee of Francis Dalzell vs. Richard Fen and William Alexander. In
April of 1820, he served as a Hawkins County Circuit Court juror in the case of James
Jones vs. Andrew Reed.
In 1823, Henry Blevins gave an uncomplimentary deposition relative to Colonel William
Campbell’s actions at the 1780 Battle of Kings Mountain. Henry gave the deposition for
a pamphlet produced by Governor Isaac Shelby (the first Governor of Kentucky and the
son of Evan Shelby) to refute what Shelby considered falsehoods being spread by
William C. Preston, a grandson of William Campbell. The following is taken from
Draper's "Kings Mountain and Its Heroes", page 578:
[Henry Blevins, of Hawkins Co., East Tenn., Feb. 18th, 1823, certifies:] "That I was a
private in Capt. Elliott's company, in Shelby's regiment, at King's Mountain--I was not in
the action, but in the rear guard with the baggage--I know, however, that it was the
general talk in the army on the next day, that Col. Campbell was not in the action, after
they were first beaten back down the mountain, and that he himself admitted it, and said
that he could not tell how it happened--I recollect to have heard him told of it once, by
Gen. Sevier. The way in which this took place was this--there were about thirty Tories
condemned to be hanged; nine only were executed. They were executed three at a time,
near to Sevier's tent; while it was going on, Campbell came up, and demanded in an
angry manner, why they did not hang all these damned rascals at once? Sevier laughed
and replied, "Why, Colonel, if we had all been as much in earnest in the action, I think we
should have killed more, and had fewer of them to hang." I also heard it thrown up to him
by two men who were wounded, William Cox and Moses Shelby. I heard Sevier say, at
different times afterwards, that if he had acted as Campbell did in the action, he would
not have blamed his men to have killed him. It has been the general talk amongst those
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whom I have heard speak on this subject at different times since, that Campbell did not
act with his usual bravery on that occasion."

Reportedly, a man named John Wallen of Claiborne County, TN deeded land to Henry
Blevins of Hawkins County, TN in 1827 (Claiborne Deed Book H, page 307). As of this
writing, I have not examined the Claiborne County records to confirm this reference but
some researchers cite this land transfer as evidence that Henry was somehow related
to the Wallen family by marriage and that the land was part of Henry’s wife’s
inheritance. It appears, however, that the reason for this land transfer was to settle a
court debt from 1825.
On May 5, 1825 Henry Blevins stood as security for John Wallen in an unsuccessful
Hawkins County Chancery Court suit that Wallen had filed against a man named
William Hord. Henry ended up paying $250.12 of the $449.50 judgment issued against
Wallen. On May 10, 1825, Henry sued John Wallen to recover that amount plus costs.
A series of suits and counter-suits ensued and the issue wasn’t finally settled until 1833.
In the November 7, 1833 decision, the court made mention that John Wallen had
conveyed a tract of land to Henry Blevins “as an indemnity for his liability as security”.
In December of 1826, Henry and Catherine Blevins were named as defendants in a
Hawkins County Chancery Court lawsuit brought by Milly Blevins (see discussion on
Colonel William Blevins). Milly (aka Nelly) was almost certainly Henry’s sister-in-law.
Milly also named within this suit most of the other heirs, and heirs-by-marriage, who had
been parties to the above mentioned 1818 Iron Mountain land sale.
On November 7, 1828, Henry Blevins sold 25 acres of land along Stock Creek to Robert
D. Young (Hawkins TN DB #14, page 288). Stock Creek is located about two miles
northwest of Rogersville, TN.
Henry Blevins appeared on the 1830 Hawkins County census as being between 70 and
79 years old. Also within Henry’s household was an unidentified male (probably a
grandson) aged between 5 and 9 years, an unidentified female (probably a daughter or
widowed daughter-in-law) aged between 20 and 29 years, and a female (probably his
wife Catherine) aged between 40 and 49 years. As will be discussed later, Catherine’s
reported age range in the 1830 census probably understated her true age. Henry’s
household also included one male slave aged 55 years or older.
On August 30, 1832, Henry Blevins filed an affidavit and application for a pension for his
Revolutionary War service. Colonel William Snodgrass of Sullivan County and William
Walling of Hawkins County gave depositions in support of Henry’s claim. On April 2,
1833, Henry filed an amended pension application supported by depositions given by a
Hawkins County Baptist Minister named Daniel Howry and William Alexander, Esquire.
It is not known if this William Alexander was the same man associated with Henry’s
1819 jury duty.
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Henry’s pension application was approved on June 13, 1833. He was awarded $200 in
back payments and was placed on a schedule to receive future payments of $80 per
year starting March 4, 1834.
Henry Blevins did not appear on the 1836 Hawkins County tax list, presumably because
he was too old to be assessed a poll tax. His name did, however, appear as a point of
reference in the 1836 description of the boundaries of Hawkins County Civil District #10.
The description reads in part:
…following the road and crossing the house where Orville formerly lived leaving said
house to the east and following the path that leads from Orville's to Wax's plantation on
Stock Creek where Henry Blevins formerly lived thence along path to the Flag Pond until
it intersects a path Orville Rice said Robert D. Young opened to go to the Suplhur
Spring, thence along said path to the road that goes from Rogersville to the Sulphur
Spring…

The phrase “where Henry Blevins formally lived” suggests that Henry had recently
moved from the Stock Creek area. This move was probably associated with the abovementioned 1828 property conveyance to Robert D. Young.
Henry Blevins appeared on the 1840 Hawkins County census as being between 80 and
89 years old. Because he was a Revolutionary pensioner, his specific age (84) was
also listed. Henry’s 1840 household included 2 probable granddaughters, one between
10 and 14 years old and one between 15 and 19 years old. Henry’s wife, Catherine,
was listed as being between 70 and 79 years old. As previously mentioned,
Catherine’s reported age range in the 1830 census probably understated her true age.
Her age range in the 1840 census probably overstated her true age. As in 1830,
Henry’s 1840 household included one male slave aged 55 years or older.
Henry Blevins died in Hawkins County Tennessee on September 12, 1847. The October
9, 1847 issue of the Raleigh Register carried the following obituary under the heading
Another Revolutionary Soldier Gone:
Died, on the 12th at his residence in Hawkins county, TN, Henry Blevins, in the 96th
year of his age. The deceased was born on the 6 of January 1752 in a fort or blockhouse
built by his father, Thomas Wallen, and others, on Smith's River, Henry County, Virginia.
He was a Whig in the Revolution and continued so through life. He was a patriot and
gallant soldier. During the struggle for our liberty, he participated in many skirmishes and
battles with the Indians and the Tories, and fought at the battle of Kings Mountain. He
had lived upwards of fifty years in Hawkins county and was respected by a large circle of
friends and acquaintances. He has left an aged widow and a long list of relatives, among
whom are many great-grandchildren to mourn his loss-while he in ripe old age is
gathered to his fathers. Hawkins County TN, Sep 18, 1847

A transcription document found at the McClung Collection in Knoxville contains the
exact same obituary text but cites the September 29, 1847 edition of the Knoxville
Tennessee Register as its source. Very likely, both papers carried Henry's obituary but
I have only been able to verify the Raleigh Register publication.
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On December 12, 1848, Catherine Blevins applied for a widow’s pension based on
Henry’s Revolutionary War service. According to her initial affidavit, she was then 77
years old. Her initial application was apparently rejected as she had not offered
sufficient proof that she and Henry had actually been married.
On April 29, 1850, Catherine provided a second affidavit in which she stated that she
was then 79 years old. She also stated that she and Henry had been married
“sometime in the month of September 1786” in Sullivan County by Justice of the Peace
Valentine Sevier. She further stated that no marriage license or bond record could be
found in Sullivan County and, although several persons were present at her wedding,
none was still alive to act as witness to her marriage.
Between April 29 and May 6, 1850, twelve different Hawkins County citizens gave
sworn depositions attesting to Catherine and Henry’s long relationship and the general
belief that they were indeed man and wife. One of these affidavits included a
certification by then Congressman (and later President) Andrew Johnson. These
supporting affidavits were apparently adequate to prove Catherine’s widow status as
she was awarded pension benefits of $80 per annum starting on July 3, 1850. In late
July of 1850, for reasons of convenience and expense, Catherine requested that her
annual pension payments be made at Knoxville, instead of at Jonesboro, TN.
Catherine appeared on the 1850 Hawkins County Civil District #11 census, living alone
and aged 75 years. Catherine’s actual birth year, like that of her husband Henry, is
subject to controversy. In the 1830 census, her age was reported as being between 40
and 49 years, suggesting a birth year of between 1781 and 1790. In the 1840 census,
her age was reported as being between 70 and 79 years, suggesting a birth year of
between 1761 and 1770. Her reported age of 75 on the 1850 census suggests a birth
year of 1775. Although all three census schedules offer conflicting information, her
pension affidavits offer consistent dates. In her 1848 affidavit, she claimed to be 77
years old, suggesting a birth year of 1771. She claimed to be 79 years old in her 1850
affidavit, which also suggests a birth year of 1771.
Finally, her claimed marriage date of September 1786 (1850 affidavit) would mean she
was married at the age of 11 years if her 1850 census age of 75 is to be believed. Her
1850 affidavit age of 79, on the other hand, would mean she was married at the age of
about 15. I believe Catherine was born sometime in 1771, or perhaps in late 1770. She
apparently died before the 1860 census was taken.
Theoretical Family of Henry Blevins
To my knowledge, the Henry and Catherine Blevins family has never been thoroughly
investigated, even though there is ample evidence that they had numerous children.
His 1847 obituary made reference to his survivors as “an aged widow and a long list of
relatives, among whom are many great-grandchildren”. Almost every supportive
affidavit given relative to Catherine’s 1850 widow’s pension application contained the
phrase “they raised a large family.” Only two of these affidavits, however, provided any
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useful specific information on their children.
In his May 4, 1850 deposition, Hezekiah Hamblin stated:
“In the year 1799 or 1800, Henry Blevins & wife Catherine moved to my neighborhood & I
became acquainted with their family. They then had a parcel [sic] of children and the
oldest child was Nancy. Nancy appeared to be then about fifteen years of age.”

Henry and Catherine’s children were probably born no earlier than 1787 (based on their
marriage in late 1786) and no later than about 1815 (When Catherine reached her mid40s). Their oldest (and only proven) child Nancy Blevins was probably born in 1787 and
was more likely about 13 years old in 1800.
In his May 6, 1850 deposition, Orville Rice, a wealthy Rogersville, TN merchant stated:
“I know he [Henry Blevins] drew a pension from the General Government as a
Revolutionary Soldier all the latter part of his life and that they have raised a large family
of children, which have long since married and left them, the widow Catherine Blevins
having a number of great-grandchildren now in this neighborhood.”

According to Rice, Henry and Catherine’s many children had “long since married and
left them”. Whether these children simply left their parent’s home or moved away from
the area is unclear. What is clear is that, according to Rice, a number of Henry and
Catherine’s great-grandchildren were still living near Catherine in 1850. Presumably,
some grandchildren, and even some children, were also still living in the area at the
time.
What follows is a forensic-type analysis of the available records of Hawkins County, TN
and elsewhere in an attempt to identify potential and probable children, grandchildren,
and/or great-grandchildren of Henry and Catherine Blevins. Statistically speaking, only
about 50% of Henry and Catherine’s grandchildren, and only about 25% of their greatgrandchildren, would have been named Blevins. Not knowing how many daughters
Henry and Catherine had, not knowing how many daughters their sons had, and not
knowing who those daughters and granddaughters married, precludes the identification
of most of their grandchildren and great-grandchildren.
Distinguishing Henry and Catherine’s grandchildren from their great-grandchildren is
also problematic. Their first grandchild could have been born as early as about 1801
(assuming a birth by a 14-year-old daughter) and their last grandchild could have been
born as late as the 1850s. Both grandchildren and great-grandchildren could easily
have been born during the overlapping period between the 1820s and 1850s.
In spite of the problems, the 1850 census offers some circumstantial evidence that
points to at least one group of non-Blevins descendants.
Living next door to Catherine Blevins in the 1850 census were Winston and Elizabeth
Elkins, aged 53 and 48 years, respectively. Among the listed offspring of Winston and
Elizabeth were children named Katherine, Henry, and Nancy. In 1850, Winston Elkins
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gave a deposition in support of Catherine’s application for a widow’s pension. Based on
this circumstantial evidence, I believe it is very likely that Elizabeth Elkins, born about
1802, was the daughter - or less likely the granddaughter - of Henry and Catherine
Blevins.
There were 3 Blevins households, in addition to Catherine’s, in the 1850 Hawkins
County census. One was headed by 34-year-old (born about 1816) John Blevins, Jr.,
who lived about 25 households away from Catherine. It would be natural to assume
that John Jr. was a grandson of Henry and Catherine, but the evidence shows
otherwise. The 1860, 1870, and 1880 census schedules show that John Jr.’s full name
was John L. Blevins. In 1951, noted Rogersville genealogist Prentiss Price wrote a
paper on John L. Blevins and presented compelling evidence that he was, in fact, the
illegitimate son of Dillon Blevins’ son John (see discussion on Dillon Blevins).
The second 1850 Blevins household was headed by 68-year-old Elizabeth Blevins
(indexed in 1850 under the surname “Dlivery”). It would be natural to assume that this
Elizabeth was a widowed daughter-in-law of Henry and Catherine but her 1871 widow's
pension application proves that she was, in fact, the widow of Walter Blevins, a proven
son of Colonel William Blevins (see discussion on Colonel William Blevins).
About 20 households away from Elizabeth was the third 1850 Blevins household,
headed by 26-year-old (born about 1824) Alfred C. Blevins (indexed in 1850 under the
surname “Blenns”). It is almost certain that this Alfred was a son of Walter and
Elizabeth Blevins and was therefore a nephew of Henry and Catherine (see discussion
on Colonel William Blevins).
In his 1951 paper on John L. Blevins, Prentiss Price also wrote:
There was yet another John Blevins in Hawkins county. In January 1819 he bought the
Big Tavern in Rogersville (the only one in town at the time) and in 1826 a lawsuit was
filed concerning the title. In the course of this suit it is mentioned that Blevins had gone
to Kentucky. By May 1833 he was dead and the suit was revived in the name of
Pleasant J. Blevins, Lemode Blevins, Charles L. Blevins, Betsey Blevins, Jane
Blevins, Henry Blevins and Minerva Blevins, by their next friend, Jesse Beeler. Beeler
is a Sullivan county name. I rather think this John was a son of the Revolutionary War
pensioner Henry Blevins, as in 1821, in a trust sale of John Blevins’ land and property on
Caney Creek, Henry bought all the stock, and John named a son Henry.

The Hawkins Chancery Court records confirm that John Blevins filed a lawsuit against
Daniel Lipe and Richard Mitchell on September 3, 1826. I could find no mention of John
Blevins having “gone to Kentucky” anywhere in the court summaries, but Price may
have had access to different records. John’s death was reported to the court on
November 7, 1831 (not May 1833) and the case was revived in the name of the heirs of
John Blevins on November 8, 1832. The case was settled on May 9, 1833 when the
court ordered that several town lots – including the Tavern House lot – be sold to satisfy
all costs and judgments.
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I concur that this John was a likely son of Henry Blevins. He was probably the same
John Blevins who won a $20 Hawkins County Circuit Court judgment against John
Helton on October 4, 1813. He was also probably the same John Blevins listed as a
conveyor of property in 1821 (Hawkins TN DB #10, page 198) and a conveyee of
property in 1827 (Hawkins TN DB #11, page 435).
He was almost certainly the same John Blevins who appeared on the 1830 Hawkins
County census - aged between 40 and 49 years (born between 1781 and 1790) - living
nine households away from Henry. John’s 1830 household included one male and one
female under 5 years of age, one male and two females aged 5 to 9 years, one male
and one female between 15 and 19 years old, and one female aged between 20 and 29
years. Assuming that the oldest female was his wife, the list of children reported to the
census conforms nicely (by sex and approximate ages) to the list of John’s heirs from
the court records.
Locating the children of this John Blevins in later years is a bit problematic. All of his
children listed in the court records were minors in 1833 so they all would have been
born between about 1813 and 1831. Presumably, John’s daughters (Lemode, Betsy,
Jane, and Minerva) eventually married and some may have stayed in Hawkins County.
Not knowing the married names of these daughters makes their later identification a
near impossibility. A review of the census schedules from 1850 on suggests that none
of John’s sons (Pleasant J., Charles L., or Henry) remained in Hawkins County. I could
find no information on the name of John’s wife or her whereabouts after John’s death.
Prentiss Price understated the situation when he wrote “There was yet another John
Blevins in Hawkins county”. The historical records show that in addition to John
Blevins, the presumed son of Henry and John L. Blevins, the presumed grandson of
Dillon, there were at least two, and perhaps three other men named John Blevins in
early Hawkins County.
On October 17, 1799, a Hawkins County man named John Blevins signed the “North of
Clinch” petition. This petition complained that the residents of Hawkins County living
north of the Clinch River experienced difficulties making the long trip to Rogersville for
court business or militia musters, and requested that the State of Tennessee form a
new county. In 1801, Tennessee responded by organizing Claiborne County.
Assuming a minimum legal age of 21, this John Blevins would have to have been born
prior to 1779 to have signed this 1799 petition. He was therefore too old to have been a
son of Henry Blevins. He was, in fact, probably not directly associated with Henry
Blevins at all and was more likely a part of the Blevins group that settled in the Clinch
River area of southwestern VA prior to 1800. It is likely that this John Blevins was
related to Daniel Blevins and Mary Blevins, both of whom appeared as being between
30 and 39 years old on the 1830 Claiborne County census.
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A man named John D. Blevins appeared on the 1836 Hawkins County Civil District #10
tax list and on March 21, 1839, he stood as security in the marriage of Vincent Emmert
to Nancy Danner in Hawkins County.
John D. Blevins, aged between 20 and 29 years, also appeared in the 1840 Hawkins
County census living relatively close to Henry. I am firmly convinced that John D.
Blevins was Henry's grandnephew; an orphaned son of John Blevins, a son of Jack
Blevins (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
A man named John Blevins appeared on the 1836 Hawkins County Civil District #11 tax
list. This could not have been John D. Blevins as he appeared on the same tax list in
Civil district #10. This could not have been the John who was the presumed son of
Henry as he had died 5 years earlier. This should not have been John L. Blevins as he
was apparently still a minor in 1836. (The 1850 census data suggests he was born in
1816 and would have been only 20 years old in 1836. The 1860, 1870, and 1880
census data consistently show that he was born was born in 1818, which would have
made him 18 years old in 1836.)
It is very possible that John L. Blevins simply lied about his age in his early years.
Prentiss Price wrote that John L. Blevins was appointed to, and subsequently elected
to, the position of Clerk of Hawkins County while he was still under the legal age. John
may well have lied about his age to get and hold his Clerk position and, in the process,
prematurely made himself a part of the county’s tax base. If such was not the case,
then the John Blevins on the 1836 tax list represents a “wildcard” individual and I am
unable to explain who he was and what ties (if any) he had to Henry Blevins.
There were several additional Blevins men living in early Hawkins County. One of the
more mysterious was Preston Blevins. Preston apparently served in the War of 1812 as
a Private in Captain Benjamin Kings’ Company, within Colonel William Lillard’s East
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry. A man named Walter Blevins (see discussion on
Colonel William Blevins) also served in the same Company and Regiment.
Most of the later information on Preston Blevins comes from the early court records of
Hawkins County, TN. His name first appeared as a Hawkins County Circuit Court juror
in the October 4, 1821 case of State vs. Manson Merrimoon (Merrimoon was charged
with Interrupting Religious Worship).
Preston also served as a juror in the April 9, 1824 case of Lijah Kincheloe vs. John A.
Rogers, in the April 6, 1825 case of Michael Pearson vs. Thomas Johnson, in the April
7, 1825 cases of Zachariah Stacy vs. Hiram Charles and John Long vs. Jacob Burris, in
the October 5, 1825 case of Joseph Morriset vs. Oliver Jenkins, and in the October 7,
1825 case of John G. Roberts vs. Robert Nall.
On February 28, 1826, Preston Blevins witnessed an indenture in which William
Headrick conveyed 600 acres of land to Henry Lowderback (Hawkins TN DB #4 page
224).
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On December 15, 1826, Preston Blevins stood as security for Milly Blevins in her
Chancery Court lawsuit against Henry and Catherine Blevins and other heirs of William
Blevins of Sullivan County (see above and discussion on Colonel William Blevins for full
details).
On March 1, 1828, Preston Blevins filed a Hawkins County lawsuit against Fleming B.
Evans. A jury was empanelled to hear this case on August 29, 1828 but the resolution
and facts of the case are unknown because the court records for the remainder of the
1828 term were lost. The same day a jury was empanelled to hear his own case,
Preston served as a juror in the cases of Joseph Rogers vs. Moses Rice and William B.
Carter vs. Nicholas Carngar, et al.
Preston Blevins appeared on the 1830 Hawkins County census aged between 30 and
39 years. Within his household was a probable daughter aged between 15 and 19
years and his probable wife aged between 30 and 39 years.
Preston Blevins disappears from the historical records following the 1830 census,
suggesting he either died or moved away sometime after 1830. His relationship to
Henry and Catherine Blevins is unproven, but he lived right next door to them in the
1830 census. I consider it very likely that Preston Blevins was a son of Henry and
Catherine Blevins.
Another Blevins man of early Hawkins County was Abraham Blevins. Abraham married
Nancy Williams in Hawkins County on August 19, 1824. On October 5, 1825, he served
as a juror in the Hawkins County Circuit Court case of William Walker vs. James Willie.
Abraham Blevins appeared on the 1830 Hawkins County census, aged between 20 and
29 years and apparently lived a good distance away from Henry. (Henry appeared on
schedule #7 and Abraham appeared on schedule #54.) Abraham’s 1830 household
included one female under 5 years of age, one female between 5 and 9 years old, and
one female between 40 and 49 years old (probably his wife who was apparently at least
10 years older than he.)
On September 24, 1831, Abraham Blevins and Samuel Powell received East TN District
land grant #17101 for 100 acres in Hawkins County.
Abraham Blevins appeared on the 1836 Hawkins County Civil District #10 tax list and
he appeared in the 1840 Hawkins County census, aged between 30 and 39 years.
Included in his 1840 household were one female aged 5 to 9 years, two females aged
10 to 14 years, one male aged 20 to 29 years and one female aged 50 to 59 years. The
identity of the 20 to 29 year-old man within his household is unknown. Abraham’s
household also apparently included an additional young girl aged 10 to 14. Abraham
(schedule #21) lived closer to Henry (schedule #30) in 1840 than he did in 1830.
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Abraham Blevins disappeared from the Hawkins County records after the 1840 census.
I consider it likely that he was a son of Henry and Catherine Blevins. According to the
Hawkins County Genealogical Society, a descendant of Abraham claimed he married a
woman named Martha Jane about 1840 in Hawkins County and removed to Wood
County, VA (now WV).
This Abraham used the spelling “Bleavins” in subsequent years. Abraham and Martha
Jane reportedly had 7 children together including Lucinda (born about 1840), Nancy
(1845), Jesse (1847), twins Robert and Henry (1850), Milton (1851), and an unknown
child (1857) that died in infancy.
On August 14, 1862, Abraham enlisted in the 15th West Virginia Regiment of the Union
Army and was hospitalized on July 28, 1864 due to bronchitis. His admission record
stated he was 61 years old and had been born in North Carolina. However, an October
26, 1864 statement from his attending physician said he was then 60 years old and had
been born in Hawkins County, TN. Abraham Bleavins was discharged from the Army
due to “General Debility from old age” on November 18, 1864. He died after 1870.
On February 16, 1801, a man named Joseph Blevins along with James Bodin
witnessed the sale of 312 acres situated on Crockett’s Creek near Rogersville from
John Amis to Hezekiah Hamblin. (Hawkins TN DB #3, page 19). This man would have
been born prior to 1781 in order to witness a legal document. As such, he was probably
too old to have been a son of Henry and Catherine. He may, however, have been the
same Joseph Blevins who was also known as Josiah Blevins and who was almost
certainly a son of Jack Blevins (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
The Hawkins Chancery Court records contain a single, obscure reference to a man
named Samuel Blevins. On May 7, 1834, the Court heard the case of Robert and John
Preston vs. the firm of Rhea, McCrabb & Co. The case record included several lists of
assets of Rhea, McCrabb & Co. and one list included the name Samuel Blevins who
had owed a debt of $5.00 (plus $1.10 interest) since July of 1829. Because the
Hawkins Chancery Court was a district court , it heard cases from Claiborne, Hawkins,
Sullivan, and Carter Counties. There is no way to determine if the subject Samuel
Blevins lived in Hawkins County or was in any way associated with Henry Blevins.
There are mentions of two men named James Blevins in the early Hawkins County
records. A July 19, 1800 indenture between the joint heirs of John Weddle and George
Weddle mentioned the “James Blevins line” in the description of the subject land
(Hawkins Deed Book #4, page 18). The indenture also mentioned that the land in
question lay “in said Hawkins County, formerly Sullivan County, North Carolina”. This
description suggests that the “James Blevins line” predated the formation of Hawkins
County in 1787. I suspect that the associated James Blevins was the man mentioned in
early Sullivan County records (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins)
and was certainly not a descendant of Henry Blevins.
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The second James Blevins is found on two early Hawkins County tax lists. The
Reconstructed 1810 Census of Tennessee lists a man named James "Bleavins" on the
1810 Hawkins County tax list within Captain Looney’s Company. According to a 1960
article by Pollyanna Creekmore (East Tennessee Historical Society Annual Publication,
No. 32, pages 117 - 131), a man named James "Blevens" was assessed for one white
poll on the 1812 Hawkins County tax list taken by William Nichols.
Assuming the 1810 James Bleavins and the 1812 James Blevens were the same man,
he would have been born sometime between 1760 and 1791 to fall within the 21 to 50
year-old taxable age bracket.
This James Blevins is the only man (other than the above discussed Samuel) found
within the Hawkins records who could have been Henry's son. Because the early tax
lists definitively place this James in Hawkins County, I believe it very possible that he
was a son of Henry and Catherine. This James probably died sometime between 1821
and 1830.
The following table summarizes the discussions on, and provides a theoretical structure
for, the family of Henry and Catherine Blevins. The reader is cautioned that the family
structure presented is the result of forensic analyses of old records. Almost all of the
information provided is unproven.
Theoretical Family
of
Henry Blevins (1752 - 1847)
and his wife Catherine Blevins (about 1771 - after 1850)

Children

Born

Child’s Spouse

Grandchildren

Nancy Blevins
James Blevins
John Blevins

~1787
~1788
~1789

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

Preston Blevins
Elizabeth Blevins

~1795
~1802

Unknown
Winston Elkins

Abraham Blevins

~1803

Nancy Williams
Martha Jane Unknown

Unknown
Unknown
Pleasant J. (1815), Lemode (?),
Charles Elmo (1816), Henry P.
(1825), Catherine Jane (1826),
Betsey (Theresa?) (1827), &
Minerva (Amanda?) (1830) Blevins
1 unknown daughter
Katherine (1829), Mary (1832),
Sarah (1834), Albert (1838), Ralph
(1840), Nancy (1842), & Henry
(1844) Elkins
3 unknown daughters
Lucinda (1840), Nancy (1845),
Jesse (1847), Robert (1850),
Henry (1850), Milton (1851), &
unknown (1857) Blevins
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Abraham Blevins

Abraham Blevins was probably the youngest son of John Blevins the Elder, the
patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins clan. He was certainly among the early Blevins
men known to have settled in the Holston River area and probably arrived there
concurrently with his presumed father John and brother Henry. Although no
documentation directly ties Abraham to the north-of-Holston family group, his
relationship (youngest son and brother) is a logical conclusion based on timing and
proximity.
According to his October 14, 1825 Revolutionary War pension affidavit, Abraham
Blevins was born on August 23, 1755. The location of his birth was not specified in his
affidavit but it is almost certain that he was born in what is now Henry County, Virginia.
Abraham enlisted in the Revolutionary War effort in 1775 while living in what is now
Sullivan County, TN. He enlisted for a term of eighteen months and served in the
company commanded by Captain James Robertson. He was primarily stationed on the
frontiers “to protect the inhabitants from the Savages”. He was discharged by the same
Captain Robertson in (what is now) Sullivan County after the full term of his enlistment.
In 1776, Virginia split Fincastle County into 3 new entities and settlers living north of the
Holston fell into the newly constituted Washington County, Virginia. In 1777, the
Petition of the North of Holston Men requested the Virginia House of Delegates to
modify these new county lines. Abraham Blevins was among the signers of this
petition.
In 1782, a man named Abraham Blevins appeared as a witness in Botetourt County,
VA. According to the Annals of Southwest Virginia:
At a court held at Botetourt Court House for the examn of Wm. Thomas on suspicion of
purchasing bar iron, knowing it to be stolen, &c. The gouler being called upon for the
prisoner informed the court that he had admitted him to bail, and that he failed to appear.
Hugh Crockett, Abraham Bevins and Nicholas Louzer, witnesses, appeared in court and
are cleared from their recognizance.

It is not known if the Abraham mentioned in the Botetourt reference was the same
Abraham Blevins of Sullivan County, but I have found no records that would indicate
that there were two different early Blevins men named Abraham.
A descendant of a man named Moses Humphreys has published (on a web site) an
interesting story involving Abraham Blevins. As I have not been able to verify this story
via court records, I offer it below as an unverified (but plausible) anecdote.
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According to court records in August, 1799, Moses [Humphreys] rode from his cabin in
Carter County to Jonesboro, where he encountered a former drinking companion,
Abraham Blevins of Sullivan County. After a few drinks, Blevins boasted that The
Collector, a horse owned by Henry Massengill, would beat any other horse. Moses
bragged that Paul Jones, belonging to his brother, Richard, could not be beat. Moses
pressed Blevins for a race, but Blevins knew he would have to buy The Collector and
refused.
When they stopped at the fork in the trail, one leading to Carter and the other leading to
Sullivan, Blevins agreed to race at the Watauga Turf, a renowned frontier tract, on the
first day of November, 1799, at 12 noon, and according to Blevins a wager of $500 was
made. Moses later denied the wager, except one made in jest while intoxicated.
Blevins called at the house of Henry Massengill and was told The Collector could be
bought for $500. Blevins, thinking Moses would withdraw from the race, sought him out
and told of the high price of the horse, but Moses refused positively to withdraw.
Again in September, Blevins unsuccessfully tried to get Moses to cancel and again was
refused. When Moses later heard that Blevins had bought the horse, he said the whole
thing was a jest.
Before the scheduled race, Moses brought Paul Jones to the Watauga Turf, and during a
purse race, the horse was injured and became lame. On the appointed day, Blevins
and The Collector waited in vain for Moses and Paul Jones. When they did not arrive,
Blevins sued Moses for the bet, but Moses refused to appear in court and judgment was
rendered in favor of Blevins.
On March 30, 1801 Moses filed an injunction against Blevins. The case dragged on until
September, 1803, and again the court found for Blevins.

Sometime between November 1814 and May 1816, Abraham Blevins was issued a
Surveyor's Certificate in the Sixth District of TN. The Sixth District comprised the most
eastern part of Tennessee, including Sullivan, Carter, and Washington Counties. To
date, I have found no record of an actual deed or land grant issued to, or a survey
conducted by, Abraham Blevins within these counties within this time frame.
By October of 1825, Abraham had moved to Knox County, KY where he filed his
pension application. He appeared on the 1830 Knox County, KY census as Abraham
Bliven, aged between 70 and 79 years, and living alone. He apparently died prior to the
1840 census.
Theoretical Family of Abraham Blevins
Abraham indicated in his 1825 pension affidavit that he lived alone and had no family.
This statement would suggest that either he never married or that no wife or children
had survived him. Consequently, it is unlikely that Abraham Blevins was the progenitor
of any contemporary Blevins families.
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There were at least two, and possibly three younger men named Abraham Blevins
known to have lived in KY, NC, VA, and TN in the early 19th century. These younger
men may or may not have been closely related to Abraham of the Holston, but Abraham
was not a common given name within the Blevins families of the time and use of the
name could imply a relationship of some kind.
An Abraham Blevins married Pheby Monton in Wayne Co, KY on 9 Nov 1819. He was
probably the same Abraham Blevins who appeared on the 1820 Wayne County, KY
census as being aged 16 to 26. An Abram Blevins, aged 20 to 29 years, appeared on
the 1830 Fentress County, TN census. Given the close proximity of Wayne, KY and
Fentress, TN, this was very likely the same man who was in Wayne County, KY in 1819
and 1820.
An Abraham Blevens, married to a woman named Jane, appeared in the 1850 Wood
County, VA census. According to this census record, he was born in North Carolina in
1806 and his wife was born in Tennessee in 1815. A descendant of this Abraham
believes he was really born in Hawkins County, TN. There is a fair amount of conflicting
information on this Abraham (see discussion on Henry Blevins).
Finally, an Abraham Blevins appeared on the 1824 Rhea County, TN tax list, but then
disappeared from that county’s records. The other Blevins groups in Rhea County at
the time had documented roots in northeastern Tennessee. I suspect therefore, that
the Abraham Blevins of 1824 Rhea County was the same Abraham Blevins who
married Nancy Williams in Hawkins County, TN on 19 Aug 1824. This Abraham Blevins
appeared on the 1830 Hawkins County census aged 20 to 29 years old and on the 1840
Hawkins census aged 30 to 39 years. As mentioned above, This may have been the
same man who lived in Wood County, VA in 1850.
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The Blevins Longhunters

The period between 1760 and 1770 is often labeled the “Longhunter Decade”.
Longhunters were early American market hunters, typically based east of the
Appalachian Divide, who would regularly cross over the mountains and spend months
away from home hunting and trapping in the wilderness lands to the west. In addition to
collecting skins and furs to sell, longhunters were responsible for much of the early
exploration and mapping of the lands known as the “Overmountain” or “Western
Waters” Region. Longhunters also made some of the earliest contacts and friendships
with the Indians of the Western Waters region. Longhunters were also among the first
to make war with, or be killed by, these same Indians.
Daniel Boone, who launched his early hunts from the Yadkin River Valley of western
North Carolina, was perhaps the most famous of all the longhunters, but many other
men plied the same trade. The most famous hunter from the area of present-day Henry
and Pittsylvania Counties in Virginia was named Elisha Wallen (also known as Wallin,
Wallens, Walling, or Walden). Closely associated with Wallen were his neighbors and
apparent relatives, the Blevins longhunters of old Pittsylvania.
A significant amount of evidence suggests that the north-of-Holston Blevins men
constituted the remnants of the Blevins longhunter group of old Pittsylvania. Although
much has been written about the Blevins longhunters, many of the published narratives
show signs of gradual literary distortion. Many of these distortions have now become
firmly ingrained within the modern Blevins longhunter lore.
Original Source Documentation
The earliest known reference to the Blevins longhunters is found within the records of
the Moravian Brethren. The Moravian Brethren was a religious group that established
settlements near present-day Winston-Salem NC starting in 1753. The group kept
detailed records and diaries of events of the day. Adelaide Lisetta Fries (1871-1949)
transcribed these early records and her work was published in an 11-volume series of
books titled Records of the Moravians in North Carolina. Volume 1, page 307 of these
Records contains the following entry under the general heading of "visitors to the store
at Bethabara in 1765":
Feb 21. [1765] Yesterday two Virginia hunters, named Bleven, came to the store bringing
1600 lbs. of skins and furs. Brother Gammern took them, though he could only get
together £40 cash to pay them. The men bought £40 worth of goods at the store.

This reference has been corrupted over the years into the following misdated and
misleading narrative:
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"The Moravian Records reported that in 1751, William Blevins and his sons would bring
in to the local trading post more pelts than there was cash to pay for, but would gladly
accept goods in lieu of cash."

Note that the original reference made no mention of the first names of these Virginia
hunters named “Bleven”. Note also that the corrupted reference is dated two years
before the Moravian Brethren first established themselves in the area.
The scarcity of cash implied by the Moravian reference may have been a common
occurrence. In his 1920 book The Conquest of the Southwest, Archibald Henderson
wrote the following:
For fifteen years the shipments of deerskins from Bethabara to Charleston steadily
increased; and the number of skins bought by Gammern, the Moravian storekeeper, ran
so high that in spite of the large purchases made at the store by the hunters he would
sometimes run entirely out of money.

Henderson did not mention the “Bleven” hunters in conjunction with the above
statement but he would write about them later.
The second earliest known reference to the Blevins longhunters is found within the
journal of General John Sevier. On November 20, 1798, Sevier made the following
entry into his journal:
Tues. 20 clear & cool day (Let Bacon have nice bay horse to work & Tho. N. Clark 9
Dollars) Lent Mrs. Linn 1 dollar. Memo. Recd. from Wm. Ritchee a steer, Butchered by
Miller (the Wright), one Quater 62 one ditto 65 one ditto 65 one ditto 62. 524 ls. at 20/ pr.
Hd. Wm. Harilson of Granger Hunted many years ago on Obias River [probably Obey
River], in the Co[mpany] with Jack & Will Bleavens. Hunted on Spring Creek & give it
the name — It is a fork of Wolf river & empties into the same about 20 miles above a
mouth & at it or near, there is a lick surveyed by Ro. King & sold by him to D. Ross.

Like the Moravian record, the Sevier journal specifically mentions two Blevins hunters.
The journal significantly advanced the Blevins longhunter knowledge base, however, by
identifying these hunters as “Jack & Will Bleavens”.
Almost all of the published works on the Blevins longhunters rely, either in whole or in
part, on the seminal work of Judge John Haywood and his 1823 book The Civil and
Political History of the State of Tennessee. On page 45, Haywood wrote the following:
In the year 1761, as soon as the state of Indian affairs would admit of hunting with safety
in the wilderness, certain persons, chiefly of Virginia, hearing of the abundance of game
with which the woods were stocked on the Western waters, and allured by the prospects
of gain which might be drawn from this source, formed themselves into a company
composed of Wallen, Scaggs, Blevins, Cox, and fifteen others, and came into the valley
now called Carter’s Valley, in East Tennessee. Part of these men came from
Pennsylvania, the greater part from several counties in Virginia, contiguous to each other.
Daniel Boone came from the Yadkin, in North Carolina, at the head of one of these
companies, and traveled with them till they came as low as the place where Abingdon
now stands, and there left them. Wallen and his associates went through the Mockason
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[sic] Gap, in Clinch Mountain; and established a station on Wallen’s Creek, which runs
into Powell’s River, now in Lee County, Va. There they hunted eighteen months.

Haywood also mentioned on page 46 that one member of the 1761 hunting party was
named Newman. On page 47, Haywood wrote:
They made their first hunt in the year 1761, in the section of country which is now called
the Blevins Settlement, in Sullivan County. They then resided on Smith’s River, a
branch of Dan, dispersed over the country that is now called Patrick and Henry Counties.
There were no settlers at that time west of the Blue Ridge, except a few men who worked
at the lead mines.

On page 48, Haywood wrote:
In the fall of 1764 the Blevins connection made their fall hunt on the Rock Castle Creek,
near Crab Orchard, in Kentucky, and continued to hunt in the woods there for several
years afterward. Daniel Boone, who then lived on the Yadkin, came among the hunters to
be informed of the geography and locography [sic] of these woods, saying he was
employed to explore them by Henderson & Co. Henry Scaggins [sic] was afterwards
employed by them to explore the country on the banks of the Cumberland and fixed his
station at Mansco’s Lick.

Note that Haywood’s words implied that only one member of the Blevins family
participated in the 1761 hunt but more than one Blevins man participated in their 1764
hunt. The Haywood narratives significantly advanced the Blevins longhunter knowledge
base by refining the origin of these hunters (the Smith River) and by establishing links to
both northeastern Tennessee (the Blevins Settlement) and to Daniel Boone and the
Henderson Company.
Haywood’s statements “There they hunted eighteen months.” and “…there for several
years...” have been misinterpreted by many to suggest that a particular hunt could last
more than a year. In reality, these hunts generally commenced in the Fall (after harvest)
and were concluded prior to Spring planting time. As such, the hunters were generally
“out” for no more than six months at a time. It is unreasonable to assume that the hunters
carried enough supplies of lead and powder and other consumables to last for years in the
wilderness. It is likewise unreasonable to assume the hunters had the pack animal
capacity to carry the pelts and skins collected over such long spans of time. It would also
have been pure folly to risk such a large inventory of pelts and skins at one time because
hunters were often robbed of their skins by Indians. The 18 months mentioned by
Haywood almost certainly referred to separate hunts in 1761, 1762, and 1763.
Although Haywood presented the earliest known narratives relative to Wallen and the
Blevins longhunters, he is not without his detractors. Kincaid, for example, maintained that
Boone never meet with the Blevins hunters in 1764 and did not enter the employ of the
Henderson Company until about 1774 or 1775. As will be discussed later, Kincaid did not
question Haywood’s basic account of the 1761 hunt but he did expand the narrative by
adding his own embellishments and elaboration.
In April 1899, The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography printed an article titled
Reminiscences of Western Virginia 1770 – 1790. This article was developed from
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information provided by Major John Redd of Henry County to Lyman C. Draper in 1849.
Much of Redd’s narrative concerned Elisha Wallen, the famous longhunter, but he also
made several mentions of the Blevins family and also provided a foundation for both the
knowledge base and the mythology of the Blevins longhunters. Redd also took exception
to some of the information offered by Haywood. In 1849, Redd wrote:
I hardly think it probable that Walden, with some 16 others, ever established a hunting
camp in Powel's valley as early as 1761. There is no doubt but Walden was a long hunter
as early as 1761 and probable before that day. The long hunters hardly ever went with
more than two or three in a company, besides as you remarke [sic] at that period war
existed between the Indians and whites and it would have been the very height of folly for
16 men to have gone at that time to Powel’s valley.
It is vary [sic] probable that Walden, Cox & Blevins established a hunting camp in Powel's
valley a few years after 1761, for the Blevinses and Coxes were a vary [sic] numerous
family, and many of them were long hunters; they lived on Smith's river in the
neighborhood with Walden, and they were connected to him by marriage. If Walden had of
[sic] established a station in Powel’s valley in 1761, I am satisfied that I should have heard
something of it.

Note that Redd disputed the details of Haywood’s 1761 hunt narrative in terms of the
number of hunters involved. Redd suggested that Wallen was probably accompanied
by only one or two men in 1761 instead of the 18 men reported by Haywood. Redd
based his lower number of hunters on the state of war he claimed existed with the
Indians at the time. In actuality, the Treaty of Long-Island-on-the-Holston of November
1761 ended (albeit for only a short time) the Virginia-Cherokee War. Two months prior
(September 1761), a separate treaty had ended (again for only a short time) hostilities
between North Carolina and the Cherokee. Other writers have suggested that large
hunting parties were commonplace in the early years but once a “station” - or main
encampment - was established, the hunters would radiate out from the station in smaller
groups of two or three.
Redd confirmed a marriage relationship between Elisha Wallen and the Blevins family
(his writing may also be interpreted as suggesting a marriage relationship between
Wallen and the Cox family). Redd also suggested that the Blevins family contained many
longhunters (a few years after 1761) but failed to provide any names for these men.
Redd’s writing also included the following passages that specify the Blevins-Wallen
marriage connection and the move of some members of the Blevins family to the
Holston area:
When I became acquainted with him [Wallen] in 1774 he was about 40 years of age. He
had very little property, he never cultivated the soil, but lived entirely by hunting. I know
not where Walden was from originally. When I first knew him he lived on Smith's river at
a place called the round-about, near the center of the county [Pittsylvania Co. VA], and
about two miles east [sic] from Martinsville the present county seat of Henry [Co. VA], he
lived near his wife's fathers, Will Blevenes. Walden, the Blevines, and Coxes owned no
land, but were squatters on land owned by a company of speculators.
During the Revolutionary War the assembly of Va. passed a law that all British subjects
owning land in VA must come in by a certain time and take an oath of allegiance, and
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become actual settlers, or their land would be confiscated. After the act was passed, two
of the British subjects owning land in Pitsolvania [sic] (now Henry), came in and complied
with the act of assembly and took possession of their land. This gave alarm to Walden,
the Blevinses and Coxes, for they feared they would have to pay many years rent they
all moved off enmess [sic]. The Blevinses & Coxes settled on the Holston above the
Long Isleans [sic]. Walden settled on the Holston about 18 miles above where Knoxville
now is.

Redd’s accounts have been challenged by many modern scholars who suggest that he
was primarily interested in self-aggrandizement at the time and further suggest that his
advanced age of 94 years had greatly diminished his powers of recollection by 1849. In
spite of these possible caveats, Redd’s work still represents one of the few original source
documents relative to the Blevins longhunters.
Evolution of the Longhunter Story
A number of books were published prior to the early 1900s that contained narratives of
the 1761 hunt and all basically remained faithful to the fundamental information originally
conveyed by Haywood. One of the earliest narratives was in the 1842 publication Life as
it Is by J. W. M. Breazeale. Breazeale basically paraphrased (and cited) Haywood in his
discussion of the 1761 hunt:
Soon after this treaty [of November 1761], a company of hunters, principally from the State
of Virginia, came into the country about the head waters of the Holston, Clinch and
Cumberland rivers, and continued in the county, hunting, for about eighteen months. A
man by the name of Wallen was in company. He and Scaggs, Blevins, Cox and fifteen
others, visited the country now called Carter’s Valley; and from thence went through the
Moccason [sic] Gap in the Clinch mountain, and established a camp on a branch of
Powell’s river, which they called Wallen’s Creek. They named Powell’s mountain from
seeing the name of Ambrose Powell inscribed on a tree near the mouth of Wallen’s creek.
They also gave the same name to the valley and the river.

Although Breazeale made no mention of the 1764 hunt or of the Blevins connection to
Boone, in other passages he specifically named the “Blevinses” along with the Duggers,
the Greers, the “Beenes”, the Christians, the Cobbs, the Seviers, the Tiptons, the
Shelbys, the Honeycutts, and the Robinsons as early settlers of east Tennessee.
In his 1853 Annals of Tennessee, J. G. M. Ramsey also conveyed the Haywood
information with little embellishment, but he seemed to blur any distinctions between the
1761 and later hunts. Ramsey wrote:
1761 – Several of them, chiefly from Virginia, hearing of the abundance of game with
which the woods were stocked, and allured by the prospects of gain which might be
drawn from this source, formed themselves into a company composed of Wallen,
Scaggs, Blevins, Cox, and fifteen others, and came into the valley, since known as
Carter’s Valley, in Hawkins county, Tennessee. They hunted eighteen months upon the
Clinch and Powell’s rivers. Wallen’s Creek and Wallen’s Ridge received their name from
the leader of the company; as, also did the station which they erected in the present Lee
county, Virginia, the name of Wallen’s Station. They penetrated as far north as the
Laurel Mountains, in Kentucky, where they terminated their journey, having met with a
body of Indians, whom they supposed to be Shawnees. At the head of one of the
companies that visited the West this year came Daniel Boon [sic], from the Yadkin in
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North Carolina, and traveled with them as low as the place where Abingdon now stands,
and there left them.

Theodore Roosevelt, in his 1898 book The Winning of the West; Volume 1, failed to
mention the name “Blevins” within his longhunter discussion but he did provide a highly
abridged narrative on the 1761 and later hunts:
In 1761, ’62, ’63, and for a year or two afterward, a party of hunters under the lead of one
Wallen, hunted on the western waters, going continually further west.

One of the last publications to discuss the 1761 hunt without embellishment was the
1903 publication, History of Southwest Virginia 1746-1786 by Lewis Preston Summers.
While discussing the early Holston area, Summers wrote an abridged version of
Haywood’s accounts:
The first company of hunters who visited this section, as far as I can ascertain, was a
company organized by Elisha Wallen (from whom Wallen’s Creek and Wallen’s Ridge
received their names, as well as Wallen’s Station in Lee county), accompanied by
Scaggs. Blevins, Cox and others. They remained eighteen months, during which time
they hunted in Clinch and Powell’s Valleys in Virginia, and Carter’s Valley in Tennessee,
and went as far as Laurel mountain in Kentucky.

In his 1920 book The Conquest of the Old Southwest, Archibald Henderson provided an
interesting – and expanded – narrative of the 1761 hunt:
During the next two decades, largely because of the hostility of the savage tribes, only a
few traders and hunters from the east ranged through the trans-Alleghany. But in 1761, a
party of hunters led by a rough frontiersman, Elisha Walden, penetrated into Powell’s
Valley, followed the Indian Trail through Cumberland Gap, explored the Cumberland
River, and finally reached the Laurel Mountain where, encountering a party of Indians,
they deemed it expedient to return. With Walden went Henry Scaggs, afterward explorer
for the Henderson Land Company, William Blevens and Charles Cox, the famous
Virginia hunters, one Newman, and some fifteen other stout pioneers. Their itinerary
may be traced from the names given to natural objects in honor of members of the party
– Walden’s Mountain and Walden’s Creek, Scaggs’ Ridge and Newman’s Ridge.

Henderson specifically named William as the Blevins member and Charles as the Cox
member of the 1761 hunt party. He also referred to Blevins and Cox as “the famous
Virginia hunters”. To his credit, Henderson was perhaps the first to add the Newman
name to the list as in the original Haywood text and he understandably assumed that
the 1761 hunter named Scaggs was the same Henry “Scaggins” named by Haywood as
a member of the 1764 hunt. Henderson also wrote about the meeting between Daniel
Boone and the Blevins hunters as follows:
The discreet Boone, taciturn and given to keeping his own counsel, in one instance at
least deemed it advantageous to communicate the purpose of his mission to some
hunters, well known to him, in order to secure the results of their information in regard to
the best lands they had encountered in the course of their hunting expedition. Boone
came among the hunters, known as the “Blevens connection” at one of their Tennessee
station camps on their return from a long hunt in Kentucky, in order, as expressed in the
quaint phraseology of the period, to be “informed of the geography and locography of
these woods, saying that he was employed to explore them by Henderson Company.”
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Although he lacked anything other than circumstantial evidence and a vivid imagination
to make his embellishments, Henderson’s liberal use of literary license is perhaps
explained by his book’s subtitle: The Romantic Story of the Early Pioneers into Virginia,
the Carolinas, Tennessee, and Kentucky, 1740 to 1790.
In her 1929 book The History of Pittsylvania County, Virginia, Maud Carter Clement
introduced a number of new unproven “facts” into the Blevins longhunter story. She
described the 1761 hunt as follows:
In the year 1761, as soon as the state of affairs with the Cherokees and Catawbas would
admit to hunting in the wilderness, Elisha Walden and a party of 18 men, made up of his
friends and neighbors, formed themselves into a company for the purpose of taking a
"long hunt." Walden lived on Smith River at a place called the "Round-a-bout," about two
miles west of Martinsville; we have seen that in 1748 he was appointed constable of
western Lunenburg, from Smith River to the Wart Mountains. He had married a Miss
Blevin, the daughter of a neighbor, Will Blevin a noted hunter, and in the hunting party
were some members of the Blevin family, Henry Scags, Newman, Charles Cox, and
others of western Halifax and Bedford.

Clement’s narrative was clearly based on Haywood but was apparently strongly
influenced by Redd who had first identified Wallen’s father-in-law by name and who had
suggested that several Blevins men were longhunters. Her statement that Wallen had
been appointed a constable in 1748 demonstrated that she, at times, misunderstood or
misrepresented the facts. As will be discussed later, Elisha Wallen the longhunter
would only have been about 16 years old in 1748 and was therefore an unlikely
candidate for a constable appointment. Elisha Wallen the constable was almost
certainly Elisha Wallen, Sr., a man believed by some researchers to have been the
uncle of Elisha the longhunter. Researcher Diana Williams reports, however, that the
two men were almost certainly father and son and I defer to her superior knowledge on
this family group.
Clement’s statement that Wallen’s father-in-law (Will Blevin) was “a noted hunter” was
clearly her assumption but it has done much to shape the modern Blevins longhunter
mythology. Clement did not specifically name William Blevins as a member of the party
but she did add one or more additional, unnamed Blevins men to the 1761 hunt roster.
In another passage, Clement introduced even more misinformation about the Blevins
family as noted hunters. She wrote the following relative to the Pittsylvania area in the
year 1748:
There were a number of settlements at this time [1748] on Smith River, of western
Lunenburg. John Hickey had made his home there and opened a store. John Reddy had
a home and plantation on the river, and it was probably for him that Reddie's Gap of
Smith Mountain was named. James and Daniel Blevin, well known hunters, had
homes on the river and their wagon road was referred to by the early surveyor.

Although Redd had suggested that many members of the Blevins family were
longhunters, Clement’s characterization of “James and Daniel Blevin” as “well known
hunters” had no known basis in fact. The early date (1748) associated with Clement’s
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statement, in fact, predated the Wallen hunt and all other Blevins longhunter
documentation by at least 13 years.
The Lunenburg County [Virginia] Order Book One, 1746-1748 contains two notations
that were probably the basis for Clement's characterization. On October 14, 1746,
Daniel Blevins was granted 140 pounds of tobacco for a wolf head (page 21, December
Court 1746) and on October 1, 1747, James Blevins was granted 280 pounds of
tobacco for two wolf heads (page 52, December Court 1747). In both cases, the
tobacco was actually granted to David Caldwell, assignee of the Blevins men, and
almost certainly represented tax payments. In frontier Virginia, tobacco was the
common medium of tax payment and men were often rewarded (via tax forgiveness) for
submitting proof of predator (wolves, etc.) or pest (crows, squirrels, etc.) eradication.
Fortunately, Clement’s contention that James and Daniel Blevins were "well known
hunters" has not been perpetuated by subsequent literature. Unfortunately, many
current Blevins family researchers consider Clement’s embellishments on this and other
matters to be incontrovertibly factual. I believe that Clement was the “mother” of most
Blevins longhunter misinformation.
In his 1937 book Dawn of Tennessee Valley and Tennessee History, Samuel Cole
Williams added his own embellishments to the 1761 hunt narrative. Citing Haywood,
Redd, and Sevier, Williams discussed the 1761 hunt as follows:
Among these hunters were some men from Halifax and Pittsylvania counties. From the
latter county in 1761, it is said, a party of eighteen went out on a long hunt in the western
woods; among them: Elisha Walden (Wallen, but correctly Walling), Henry Scaggs,
William and John (Jack) Blevins, Charles Cox, William Pittman, William Harilson, and
one Newman. These hunters were in Sullivan county and Carter’s Valley; and Haywood
says they were out for eighteen months. They named Walden’s Ridge for Walden, and
Newman’s Ridge for another of the party, names borne by those ridges, really mountains,
to this day.

Williams was apparently the first to name two different Blevins men (William and Jack)
within the 1761 hunting party and he added the names of William Pittman and William
Harilson to the hunt roster. The Harilson mention and the inclusion of both William and
Jack Blevins clearly represented a loose interpretation of the Sevier journal. William
Pittman was a known longhunter of the day and was mentioned by Redd, Ramsey,
Summers, and Kincaid but he was never mentioned by these authors in connection with
the Blevins hunters or with the 1761 hunt.
In his 1947 book The Wilderness Road, Robert L. Kincaid offered an even more
“evolved” version of the 1761 hunt:
As soon as the Cherokees had been pacified in 1761 after their brief uprising when Fort
Loudoun was destroyed, Walden gathered a group of relatives and friends for a big hunt
far beyond the settlements in the valleys of New River. With him were his father-in-law
and brother-in-law, William and Jack Blevins, Henry Skaggs, Walter Newman, Charles
Cox and about a dozen other woodsmen."
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Although Kincaid dropped the names William Pittman and William Harilson from the
hunting party roster, he added the given name “Walter” to the Newman member and
identified William and Jack Blevins as being Wallen’s father-in-law and brother-in-law,
respectively. Clearly, Kincaid applied his own assumptions relative to the Blevins men
and presented these assumptions as if they were proven fact.
In her 1960 book Seedtime on the Cumberland, Harriet Simpson Arnow corrupted
Kincaid’s already corrupted narrative. Arnow wrote:
The first group actually known to have been on the Cumberland did not go out until 1761.
These, chiefly from southwestern Virginia, had as their leader Elisha Walden, “a rough
backwoodsman, near six feet tall, square built, weighing about 180 pounds,” and at that
time around thirty years old. He had grown up on the Smith River in Pittsylvania County,
Virginia, and there on the frontier he had mastered a hunter’s education, for he was a
skillful hunter, always home from the hunt with his horses well loaded. Jack Blevins,
father-in-law of Walden, was along, as was his brother-in-law, William Blevins.
Another was William Pittman, “six feet tall of fine appearance and in his early twenties.”
There were many Pittmans and more than one William, and whether it was for this Long
Hunter or some other that Pittman Creek of Cumberland River got its name we do not
know. Six foot three, dark-skinned, bony, bold, “enterprising and fearless,” Henry Scaggs
also came. He and his brother were noted hunters, and “nothing but hunters,” and it was
from the Scaggs men that Scaggs Creek of Rockcastle, crossed and recrossed by later
travelers along the Kentucky Road, got its name. Other members of the pary were
Charles Cox, William Newman, and William Harilson, another professional hunter, and
like the Scaggs men something of an exception for most hunters practiced at least one
other occupation, usually farming. Many of Walden’s group may at this time have been
hunting land, as Charles Cox, the Blevinses, Walden, and Newman all eventually settled
in east Tennessee.

Not only did Arnow reverse Kincaid’s relationship roles for Jack and William Blevins and
change Newman’s first name from “Walter” to “William”, she reintroduced William
Pittman and William Harilson as members of the hunting party (per Williams). She also
added significantly to the résumés of several real – or assumed – hunting party
members.
Two 1970 publications demonstrate the current state of the Blevins longhunter
literature. In his 1970 book The Overmountain Men, Pat Alderman quoted both Ramsey
and Williams in his brief narrative:
One of the early groups was headed by Elisha Walden in 1761. On their first trip they
explored as far as the Carter’s Valley country, and on a later trip (1763) went deeper into
the Cumberland territory. Ramsey says there were fifteen in the party. Williams lists
some of the names as follows: Henry Scaggs, William and John Blevins, Charles Cox,
William Pittman, William Harilson and one Newman. Walden’s Ridge and Walden’s
Creek were named for Elisha Walden.

Later in the same book, Alderman listed William Blevins among the early settlers who
played an important role in the events of northeastern Tennessee. Alderman’s work
represents, perhaps, the least distorted version of the modern Blevins longhunter
accounts.
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The March 1970 issue of Historical Sketches of Southwest Virginia, published by the
Southwest Virginia Historical Society included an article authored by Emory L. Hamilton
titled The Long Hunters. Hamilton’s narrative of the 1761 hunt represents, perhaps, the
pinnacle of evolution for the longhunter story. Not only did he repeat Arnow’s
unsubstantiated information, he added four new names to the hunting roster. Hamilton
wrote, in somewhat awkward prose, the following:
In Wallen's party of 1761, some were known to hunt as far way as the Cumberland River
in western Tennessee. Among those known to have been in this party, besides Wallen,
there was his father-in-law Jack Blevins, his brother-in-law, William Blevins, Charles
Cox, William Newman, William Pitman, Henry Scaggs, Uriah Stone, Michael Stoner,
James Harrod and William Carr.

Although Hamilton provided no specific citations for the above information he did cite
Redd four times, Williams three times, and Arnow seven times elsewhere in his article.
Hamilton’s work represents, perhaps, the most distorted version of the modern Blevins
longhunter accounts.
Circumstantial and Anecdotal Evidence
Several additional records suggest, but do not prove the longhunter heritage of the
original Blevins men of the Holston. Most of these records involve a man named
William Blevins.
On March 20, 1775, a man named William Blevins witnessed the signing of the
Watauga Purchase at Sycamore Shoals on the Watauga River. The Watauga
Purchase involved the acquisition of nearly 1.3 million acres of Cherokee land, including
land that had been previously leased by a group of settlers under the name of the
Watauga Association. Although the identity of this William Blevins has never been
proven, the circumstantial evidence strongly suggests that he was both a longhunter
and the man named William "Devil Will" Blevins who settled on the north side of the
Holston:







Sycamore Shoals was only about 14 miles from the Blevins homesteads on the north side of
the Holston so Will Blevins could have easily attended the Watauga treaty session,
The north-of-Holston Blevins land was not included in the Watauga Purchase lands, so Will
Blevins may have been considered an objective witness,
The Watauga settlements were universally accepted as being in North Carolina territory and
it would have been in the best interests of Will Blevins - given the family’s tenuous land
claims - to encourage more civil and political North Carolina influence into the area,
Will Blevins was probably very familiar with the land being purchased. Although no Blevins
men were known to have lived in the Watauga area at the time, two 1775 Watauga land
surveys referenced landmarks called “Bleavens Branch” and “Bleavens Spring.” These
landmarks were almost certainly named by early Blevins hunters, and
A longhunter would probably have been somewhat fluent in the Cherokee language and
might have been personally known to many of the Indians involved in the Treaty.

Although the Watauga Purchase was a significant event in the history of what is now
northeast Tennessee, the purchase itself was a secondary event at the time. Three
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days earlier (March 17, 1775) at the same location, the Transylvania Company
concluded a treaty with the Cherokee to purchase a huge amount of land (over 20
million acres) including all the lands lying between the Kentucky, Ohio, and Cumberland
Rivers. Daniel Boone, the famous longhunter and frontiersman helped to negotiate this
treaty.
Like the previously mentioned Henderson Company, the Transylvania Company was a
land speculation concern formed by a North Carolina judge named Richard Henderson.
Henderson was known to have employed hunters like Boone and Scaggs to scout for
new land opportunities and to interact with the local Indians. It is possible that the
longhunter Will Blevins was at Sycamore Shoals at the behest of the Henderson
Company to help facilitate the Transylvania Treaty. If so, his involvement in the
Watauga Purchase Treaty may have been incidental.
Circumstantial evidence that could support the speculation that Will Blevins was working
for the Henderson Company is found within that company’s Ledger “A”, maintained by
Nathaniel Hart.
Nathaniel Hart (Sr.) was a key figure within the Henderson Company and he was
present with Richard Henderson at the Sycamore Shoals gathering. The contents of his
ledger were described by Reverend John D. Shane (1812-1864), an early Kentucky
historian who interviewed - and obtained a ledger copy from - Hart’s son (Captain
Nathaniel Hart, Jr.). Shane’s original paper describing this ledger (publication date
unknown) was reprinted under the title Captain Nathaniel Hart’s Comments on the
Henderson Company Ledger in the January 1947 issue of The Filson Club History
Quarterly.
Ledger entry number 106, dated April 15, 1776 reads as follows with the added
comments written (or provided) by Nathaniel Hart, Jr.:
No. 106. William Blevens. April 15/’76.
[comments] Family lived on Holston, 10 or 15 miles below Abingdon. “Went in.”

According to Shane, ledger entries numbered 1 through 102 referred to account
activities at the Henderson Company Store in Boonesborough, KY from April 1775
through November 1776. Ledger entries numbered 103 and higher provided dates and
“names which are spoken of in the record of other accounts.” Based on the date and
the location given in Hart’s comments, it is clear that this entry referred to the William
Blevins who settled on the north side of the Holston.
Based on the entry number, and a designation noted within Shane’s paper, the name
“William Blevens” was included because it had appeared in some unnamed “other
account”. What this “other account” was is unknown and it could have been associated
with any number of possible Henderson-Blevins financial transactions. It would be easy
to speculate, however, that Blevins had received payment for his participation at
Sycamore Shoals the previous year.
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The cryptic comment “went in” may be explained by the comments associated with
Joshua Barton, Sr. in ledger entry number 78:
No. 78. Joshua Barton Senr. a/c opd. June 14-1776
[partial comments]… took the family into what is now called E. Tennessee, then called
“Holston Settlement.” They used to say “going in to Holston.” The settlements on the
back parts of Va., and on the east parts of Tenn., were all on Holston river…

Perhaps the comment “went in” simply meant that Blevins had gone in to the Holston.
An old Asher family document titled History of Dillion Asher and His Family, made
several mentions of Dillon Blevins, the uncle of Dillion Asher (see discussion on Dillon
Blevins). Dillon Blevins was referred to as a “Long Hunter” in this document. This
document also related an anecdote about Dillon Blevins being pursued by Indians on a
1792 trip to “Boone’s Fort”. This is the only known record that identified Dillon Blevins
as a longhunter. Because Dillon was a proven brother of Will and Jack Blevins (see
discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins), I consider the contention that Dillon
was a longhunter to be very plausible.
In his 1909 book Historic Sullivan, Oliver Taylor related two Holston-area anecdotes that
associated the Blevins name with the longhunters. The first story involved James
George, an early Holston settler and a former hunting companion of Daniel Boone:
One day George sent for the old pioneer doctor, Elkanah Dudley, and told him he had
sent for him to pull all his teeth. The doctor protested, saying, George's teeth were too
sound to be pulled, whereupon the latter replied: "If you don't pull 'em I'll bite Blevins' ear
or nose off the very next fight we get into."

Although the above story only provides a circumstantial Blevins-Longhunter connection,
a second story told by Taylor specifically named William Blevins as a noted hunter:
There is no name on the hunter roll more familiar than the name of Blevins. Once
William Blevins had to go through the mountains to salt his cattle. He came upon them
in a small clearing and was just in time to see them stampeded by a panther that had just
killed a small heifer. As soon as the panther saw Blevins it leaped for him and
succeeded in reaching his belt, which it tore from him, but with a dextrous [sic] swing of
his knife Blevins freed himself, the beast paying the penalty for its rash deed.

Taylor provided no source citations for the above anecdotes but they were clearly
deeply ingrained Holston-area traditions dating back to at least the early 19th century.
Prior Research
In January 1992, noted researcher B. B. Blevins conducted a similar chronological
review of the Blevins longhunter documentation. Blevins documented his findings in a
paper (unpublished) titled The Blevins Family as Long Hunters: A Chronological
Examination of the Historical Reportings. His first four conclusions were, as follows:
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The accounts of Haywood, Redd and Sevier are the only true "source" documents which
offer information pertaining to the long hunting exploits of the Blevins family. Four
conclusions can be drawn from these documents:
1. One member of the Blevins family accompanied Wallen on his long hunt of 1761.
2. William Blevins and John Blevins were long hunters.
3. Members of the Blevins family participated in long hunts into Tennessee and Kentucky
during the 1760s.
4. The father-in-law of Elisha Wallen, the long hunter, was Capt. William Blevins.

I concur with these four conclusions with the minor caveat that the Records of the
Moravians in North Carolina represents an additional “true source” document relative to
the Blevins longhunters.
B. B. Blevins specifically pointed out the Henderson Company ledger when he offered
the following theory:
While no specific record reveals which Blevins family member set out with Wallen in 1761,
the circumstantial evidence provided by Sevier, Draper and Ramsey supports the theory that
this hunter was William Blevins, the Henderson Company agent, who ultimately settled on
the Holston River in what is now Sullivan County, Tennessee.

I agree that William Blevins the longhunter settled on the Holston River and was
probably an agent in the employ of the Henderson Company for a period of time. His
true business relationship with the Henderson Company is, however, unproven.
The Real Blevins Longhunters
Although the earliest documentary evidence clearly suggests that only one Blevins man
accompanied Wallen on the 1761 hunt, I would allow for the possibility that there were
two Blevins men involved. The Moravian Records entry proves that at least two Blevins
men were market hunters in 1765 and the Sevier journal entry proves that both Will and
Jack Blevins were longhunters. Although the name(s) of the 1761 Blevins hunter(s)
was (were) never mentioned in the earliest documentary evidence, the identification of
William Blevins as the sole member (Henderson, 1920) and the identification of both
William and John “Jack” Blevins as dual members (Williams 1937) were, in retrospect,
only minor sins of assumption.
The contention - first stated by Redd and repeated by Clement and others - that Elisha
Wallen's father-in-law was named William Blevins is supported by an 1854 Brice Martin
letter to Lyman C. Draper. Martin wrote:
You wish to know what relationship existed between the old pioneers Walden & Blevins.
Waldens wife was the daughter of Capt. Wm. Blevins - the last I knew of the Blevins
they lived in the Watauga region & some if not all of them died there. But at what time I
do not know. The last I knew of Walden he was living in Powells Valley E. T.
Source: Draper Mss. Kings Mtn Papers lODD80, 18 MAY 1854 B[rice] Martin. Rural Hill
P. 0., Wilson County, Tenn.
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Martin’s letter provided confirmation that Elisha Wallen was the son-in-law of a man
named William Blevins and that this Blevins group settled in northeast Tennessee. It is
important, however, to view this letter in the proper context.
Brice Martin wasn’t born until 1770, so he would have been much too young to have
known (or remembered) Elisha Wallen or the Blevins men personally when they still
lived in what is now Henry County, Virginia. Martin’s family, however, was very
prominent in Henry County and Martinsville (the County Seat) was named for his uncle,
General Joseph Martin. Brice Martin’s knowledge base about Wallen and the Blevins
family, therefore, was probably gleaned from his own family elders and from local
tradition.
Additionally, it is important to note that Brice's apparent connection of Captain William
Blevins and the Blevins settlement "in the Watauga region" is a bit misleading. John
Blevins the Elder and his sons Devil Will, and Jack Blevins settled on the north side of
the Holston River and did not technically live in the Watauga Region. Colonel William
Blevins - a proven son of Captain William Blevins the Elder - settled just across the
river and therefore did live in the Watauga Region.
For purposes of clarity and easy differentiation, Wallen’s father-in-law will hereafter be
referred to as Captain William Blevins (per Martin). Based on the Redd and Martin
documents, current Blevins family researchers almost universally reject the Arnow
contention that Jack Blevins was Wallen’s father-in-law.
Unfortunately, most current Blevins family researchers tend to accept the notion – first
implied by Clement and later “etched in stone” by Kincaid – that Captain William Blevins
accompanied Wallen on his hunts. Although it is almost certain that Captain William
was Wallen’s father-in-law, there is absolutely no proof that he was a longhunter. The
assumed relationship structure between the longhunters named Will Blevins, Jack
Blevins, and Elisha Wallen represents, therefore, a major sin of assumption.
As discussed below, I believe that the longhunters Will and Jack Blevins were the
proven brothers Devil Will and Jack Blevins of the Holston River area. I further believe
that these longhunters were the proven sons of John Blevins the Elder who was,
himself, a brother of Captain William Blevins. The Blevins longhunters were therefore
almost certainly nephews of Captain William Blevins and cousins of Elisha Wallen.
The preceding longhunter discussions, and particularly the 1798 journal entry of
General John Sevier, strongly support the contention that the longhunters Will and Jack
Blevins were the same Devil Will and Jack Blevins who were among the original Blevins
men of the Holston.
John Sevier was himself an early Holston-area settler and he held a land grant was just
to the east of the lands settled by Devil Will and Jack Blevins. Information developed in
this research effort also strongly suggests that Sevier was acquainted with Devil Will
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(see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins). It is significant to note that
John Sevier also witnessed the signing of the Watauga Purchase.
The information uncovered in this research effort prove that Devil Will Blevins and Jack
Blevins were brothers and not father and son. The information uncovered in this
research also strongly suggests that Devil Will was only a year or two older than Jack
Blevins.
A final piece of circumstantial evidence uncovered in this research supports the
contention that Devil Will was known to, and had dealings with, the local Indians. In an
1819 court document, Devil Will claimed that he had settled on his north-of-Holston land
in about 1770 and had purchased this land soon thereafter in a contract made with
Alexander Cameron, the British Indian Agent, “by and with the consent of the Chief of
the Tribe claiming said land..” (see discussion on Devil Will, Jack, and James Blevins).
Although it is probable that Captain William Blevins, John Blevins the Elder, and the
previously discussed Daniel and James Blevins – like most men of their day –
periodically hunted near their homes for meat, for skins, and for pest and predator
control, they were probably all too old and had too many family responsibilities to
participate in the long-distance, long-duration hunts of the 1760s. A review of the
records for several known longhunters of the day clearly shows that these hunts were a
young man’s game.
The consensus among Wallen researchers is that Elisha Wallen was born sometime
around 1732. Based on this birth year, he would have been about 29 years old when
he led his hunt in 1761. Daniel Boone, the most famous of the longhunters, was born in
1734 and would have been 27 years old in 1761. Squire Boone, Jr., Daniel’s younger
brother and hunting companion, was born in 1744. Squire did not hunt with Daniel until
after 1765 when he returned from an apprenticeship in Pennsylvania. He was 21 years
old in 1765.
I could not locate birth-year estimates for some of the known or alleged companions of
Elisha Wallen, but William Pittman and William Carr are both believed to have been
born in 1736. The known hunters James Harrod, William Crabtree, Kasper Mansker,
and Simon Kenton are believed to have been born in 1746, 1748, 1750, and 1755,
respectively.
Of the known longhunters for whom I was able to find birth estimates, the two oldest
were Richard Callaway and Henry Scaggs. Both men were born about 1724 and would
have been about 37 years old in 1761.
The estimated birth years for Devil Will (1738) and Jack (1740) Blevins would mean that
these men were in their prime physical years during the Longhunter Decade. Devil Will
Blevins would have been about 23 years old and Jack Blevins would have been about
21 years old in 1761. Their father, John Blevins the Elder is estimated to have been
born about 1718 and their uncle, Captain William Blevins is believed to have been born
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prior to 1720. These dates would have made both Captain William and John the Elder
at least 5 years older than the oldest longhunters (Callaway and Scaggs) discussed
above.
The evidence leads to the conclusion that the real Blevins longhunters were Devil Will
Blevins (c. 1738 - 1819), his brother Jack Blevins (c. 1740 - 1816), and very possibly
their younger brothers James (c. 1744 - 1804) and Dillon Blevins (c. 1746 - 1836).
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The Y-DNA Evidence

In October of 2002, a Blevins surname DNA Project was initiated at Family Tree DNA
(FTDNA) by noted researcher Owen Blevins. Although this Project was originally aimed
at Y-chromosomal (Y-DNA) testing (see below), it has since expanded to include
mitochondrial (mtDNA) and autosomal (atDNA) testing.
Y-DNA refers to the Y-chromosome that every man (women do not possess a Ychromosome) inherits from his biological father. Because the Y-chromosome is passed
directly from father to son to son to son (and so on), it represents a genetic analog to a
family surname. Because the principle objectives of this study deal with early Blevins
men named Blevins, only the results from Y-DNA testing are considered in the following
analyses.
Y-DNA tests are designed to calculate values (known as alleles) for a number of
different segments of the Y-chromosome. Each of these segments is identified by a
distinct DYS (DNA Y-chromosome Segment) identifier (also referred to as locus, Short
Tandem Repeat, or marker). The resultant series of allele values is known as a
haplotype. The earliest Y-DNA tests only examined 8 or 12 different markers but, as
the technology advanced, higher and higher resolution tests became available. As of
this writing, the highest resolution test available examines 700 different markers and
produces, therefore, a haplotype consisting of a string of as many as 700 different allele
values.
Two men with identical, or nearly identical low-resolution (37 or fewer markers)
haplotypes have a reasonable probability of being closely related, particularly if both
men share the same surname. Two men with identical, or nearly identical higherresolution haplotypes (67 markers) have a very high probability of being closely related,
regardless of surname. It is for this reason, coupled with the significantly higher cost of
the highest-resolution tests (111 to 700 markers) that most men who have tested their
Y-DNA have limited those tests to 67 or fewer markers.
At a minimum, a simple comparison of haplotypes can demonstrate or verify if two men
genetically belong to a particular surname group. A more detailed haplotype analysis
can be made by identifying and comparing marker mutations exhibited by men with
near-identical haplotypes. Mutations are small, random, and infrequent changes in
marker allele values. Mutations are important because once they develop in a particular
individual, they are passed down to all male direct descendants of that individual.
These mutations are used to make (or infer) genetic connections between ancestors
because men with consistent haplotypes containing identical matching mutations have
an extremely high probability of being very closely related.
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Before a marker mutation can be identified it is necessary to know what the marker
looked like originally. It is therefore necessary to define a Base or Modal Haplotype
appropriate for a surname. By 2006, enough tests results had been obtained to
confidently define a 37-marker Modal Haplotype for the Blevins surname. By mid-2009,
enough tests results had been obtained to confidently define a 67-marker Blevins Modal
Haplotype.
The deepest pedigree of any American-born participant with at least a 67-marker
haplotype consistent with this Modal belongs to a man named "Bliven" with Rhode
Island roots whose oldest proven ancestor was born about 1668. The deepest pedigree
of any European-born participant belongs to a man named "Blythin" whose oldest
proven ancestor (named "Bleddyn) was born in Llanasa, Flintshire, Wales in 1637.
Blythin and Bleddyn are both early forms of the surname Blevins (as are spellings such
as Bliven). It is therefore reasonable to assume that the Blevins Modal Haplotype
predates the year 1640.
Any deviation of a marker value within a participant’s haplotype from the value of the
corresponding marker within the Modal Haplotype represents, by definition, a mutation.
But identifying mutations is really only the first step in the process. Because mutations
can develop in any generation, it is extremely helpful if the date or the generation in
which the mutation first developed, can be approximated.
The way mutations are dated is to examine the haplotypes of two or more men who
share a proven common ancestor. For example, 5th cousins, by definition, share a 4th
great-grandfather as their most recent common ancestor (MRCA). If two proven 5th
cousins were found to exhibit the same mutation at the same marker, it is reasonably
certain that both men had inherited this matching mutation from their shared 4th greatgrandfather. In this case, the matching mutation can be dated as originating with or
before the birth of their 4th great-grandfather. Conversely, if these same proven 5th
cousins exhibit one or more unique, or non-matching mutations, it is reasonably certain
that these mutations developed more recently in their individual pedigrees. A minimum
desired outcome of any haplotype analysis is the ability to categorize identified
mutations as being either “old” or “recent”.
As the above suggests, a good paper trail of an individual's pedigree is essential to
using Y-DNA.
A related issue when examining haplotypes is the concept of genetic distance. When
two haplotypes are compared to one another, the sum total of absolute value mutation
magnitudes between the two haplotypes determines the genetic distance between the
two.
As examples, if a man's haplotype exhibits a -1 mutation at one marker and a +2 at
another marker, he shows a genetic distance of "3" from the comparison haplotype. If
the comparison haplotype is his surname Modal Haplotype (which, by definition is free
of mutations) then this man shows a genetic distance of "3" from his Modal. If the
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comparison haplotype is from a different man who exhibits a +1 or -1 mutation at a
completely different marker, then the genetic distance between the two haplotypes is
"4". In any case, the total number of markers being compared is important in assessing
the significance of genetic distance. A genetic distance "3" is potentially much more
significant when comparing two 37-marker haplotypes than it is when comparing two
67-marker haplotypes.
The Blevins-consistent haplotypes available for analysis show relatively little diversity.
Most show 67-marker genetic distances of from "0" to "3" when compared to the Blevins
Modal Haplotype. A few show a distance of "4" and one shows a distance of "5".
Haplotype Analysis
As of this writing (February 2020), the Blevins Project Y-DNA database contains
haplotype results for 95 different men, some of whom are members of one or more
additional surname projects. Of these 95 men, 75 use the Blevins Surname (or some
variant) and 20 use a different surname.
Of these 95 men, only 75 exhibit haplotypes consistent with the Blevins Modal and
include resolutions of from 12 to 111 markers. Of these 75 men with Blevins consistent
haplotypes, 63 use the Blevins surname (or variant); 12 use a different surname.
Of the 20 men who do not match the Blevins Modal, 15 use the surname Blevins (or
variant). The Blevins Project is similar to many other surname projects in that about 20
to 25% of all participants are found to exhibit Y-DNA haplotypes that do not match their
surnames.
This analysis began with an examination of all men who were known (or suspected) to
have Holston-area roots and who exhibited haplotypes consistent with the Blevins
Modal. A number of these men were target-recruited into the Blevins DNA Project
(based on their published genealogies) and a number of existing participants were
upgraded from 37 (or fewer) markers to 67 markers specifically for this research effort.
Most of the haplotype data used for this examination were derived from the Blevins
Project Y-DNA database, but a few results were extracted from other surname
databases. As discussed below, a number of men with proven, probable, or possible
Holston-area roots were found to exhibit Blevins-consistent haplotypes. The results
discussed below show both the DYS identifiers and FTDNA-assigned marker numbers
for each mutation discovered within the examined haplotypes and briefly discuss each
man's known pedigree.
Descendants of Joseph Blevins. Two men are proven descendants of Joseph Blevins (born
about 1780, also known as Josiah Blevins). Joseph Blevins has proven Sullivan County roots
and information developed in this research effort - combined with Joseph’s own family Bible show that Joseph was almost certainly a son of Jack Blevins, who was one of the original Blevins
men of the Holston.
One of these men is a proven descendant of Joseph’s oldest son James (born about 1800 to an
unknown mother) and the other is a proven descendant of Joseph’s son Armstead (born 1812 to
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a woman named Rebecca). (James married Isabella Davis and Armstead married Celia
Cranford.) Both of these men have 67-marker haplotypes and show matching +1, -1, and +1
mutations at DYS389-1, DYS534, and DYS481, respectively (FTDNA markers #10, #55, and #58,
th
respectively). Because these two men are proven 4 cousins, it is almost certain that their
common ancestor Joseph also exhibited these three mutations. These three mutations can
therefore be dated as having first occurred prior to 1781.
The descendant of James (1800) also exhibits a +1 mutation at DYS594 (FTDNA marker #52).
Because the descendant of Armstead (1812) lacks this mutation, it is almost certain that this
mutation represents a relatively recent development.
Descendant of Looney Blevins. This man is a proven descendant of Looney Blevins (born about
1821 and married to Martha Garland). Looney Blevins has proven Carter County roots and
information developed in this research effort suggests that he was almost certainly a son of a
man named Dillon Blevins (born about 1773), who was himself an almost-certain brother of
Joseph Blevins and an almost-certain son of the above-mentioned Jack Blevins. This man's 67marker haplotype exhibits the exact same DYS389-1, DYS534, and DYS481 (FTDNA markers
#10, #55, and #58) mutations carried by the descendants of Joseph Blevins.
Descendant of John D. Blevins. This man is a proven descendant of John D. Blevins (born about
1811 and married to a woman named Catherine). John D. Blevins has proven Hawkins County
roots and information developed in this research effort suggest that he was very likely a son of
John Blevins (born about 1770) who was, himself, a proven son of the above-mentioned Jack
Blevins. This man's 67-marker haplotype exhibits the exact same DYS389-1, DYS534, and
DYS481 (FTDNA markers #10, #55, and #58) mutations carried by the descendants of Joseph
Blevins and by the descendant of Looney Blevins.
This man also exhibits a +1 mutation at DYS385a (FTDNA marker #5). Although this mutation
probably represents a relatively recent development, one other man with a Blevins-consistent
haplotype is known to exhibit this mutation (see Descendant of John M. Walden below).

Two men do not use the Blevins surname but both exhibit Blevins-consistent, 67-marker
haplotypes and both almost certainly have Holston-area roots. Both also exhibit the
exact same mutations at DYS389-1, DYS534, and DYS481 (FTDNA markers #10, #55,
and #58) exhibited by the above four men.
Descendant of Daniel Goins. This man is a proven descendant of Daniel Goins (born 1885 and
married to Betty Hatfield). Although this man does not use the Blevins surname, he knew that he
had obtained his surname from his unmarried paternal great-grandmother, Susan Vienna Goins,
(born about 1856). Prior to Y-DNA testing, the identity of his (biological) paternal greatgrandfather was a complete mystery but his 67-marker haplotype essentially proved that his
previously unknown ancestor was a Blevins man.
At the time of his grandfather’s birth (1885), his unmarried great-grandmother lived in Manchester
Township, Clay County, Kentucky. A review of the 1880 census showed that Samuel Alexander
Blevins (born 1859) lived within 12 households of the subject's great-grandmother. The only
other adult Blevins men in Clay County at the time were Samuel’s father, Dillian Blevins (born
1838 and with whom Samuel lived), and a man named Lovins Blevins (born about 1840).
As Lovins Blevins lived in a different township, Samuel Alexander Blevins (or less likely, his father
Dillian Blevins) was very likely this man's great-grandfather. Samuel’s grandfather (and Dillian’s
father) was almost certainly Clark B. Blevins (born about 1817 and married to Patience Stout), a
man with proven Carter County roots and a proven brother of the above-discussed Looney
Blevins. As such, it is very likely that this non-Blevins man is a direct descendant of Jack Blevins,
one of the original Blevins men of the Holston.
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This man's 67-marker haplotype exhibits the exact same DYS389-1, DYS534, and DYS481
(FTDNA markers #10, #55, and #58) mutations carried by the descendants of Joseph, Looney,
and John D. Blevins. This man also exhibits a +1 mutation at DYS413a (FTDNA marker #49).
No other man with a Blevins-consistent haplotype is known to exhibit this exact same mutation
but one man exhibits a similar mutation (see below).
Descendant of John Stewart. This man is a proven grandson of John Stewart (born 1893 and
married to Nancy Mills). Although this man does not use the Blevins surname, he knew that he
had obtained his surname from his apparently unmarried paternal great-grandmother, Mary
Stewart (born 1869). John Stewart's marriage license application specifically named his mother
as Mary Stewart and his father as Robert J. Blevins (born 1873 in Knox County, KY).
Robert J. Blevins was a proven younger brother of the above-discussed Samuel Alexander
Blevins and youngest son of the above-discussed Dillian Blevins. Dillian Blevins is proven to
have moved from Clay County, KY to Knox County, KY sometime prior to 1873. As such, this
man is another very likely direct descendant of Jack Blevins.
This man's 67-marker haplotype also exhibits the exact same DYS389-1, DYS534, and DYS481
(FTDNA markers #10, #55, and #58) mutations carried by the descendants of Joseph Blevins,
Looney Blevins, John D. Blevins, and John Goins. Like the descendant of John Goins, this man
exhibits an additional mutation at DYS413a (FTDNA marker #49). Unlike the descendant of John
Goins, who exhibited a +1 mutation at this marker, the John Stewart descendant exhibits a -1
mutation. The fact that this extra mutation is found at the same marker (DYS413a) as was found
with the John Goins descendant but at a different magnitude (-1 instead of +1) is interesting but it
is clear that neither mutation can be tracked all the way back to Jack Blevins. Both, therefore, will
be treated as if they represent relatively recent mutations.
Descendant of Dillon Blevins. This man descends from Dillon Blevins (one of the original Blevins
men of the Holston) by way of Dillon's proven son Armstead (born about 1775) and Armstead's
proven son Carter Blevins (born 1798). His 67-marker, Blevins-consistent haplotype exhibits the
exact same DYS389-1 and DYS481 (FTDNA markers #10 and #58) mutations carried by the six
almost-certain or very likely descendants of Jack Blevins. He does not, however carry the
DYS534 (FTDNA marker #55) found within the six previously discussed men who almost certainly
or very likely descend from Dillon's proven brother, Jack Blevins.
This man also exhibits a unique +1 mutation at DYS447 (FTDNA marker #18). As no other man
with a Blevins-consistent haplotype is known to carry this mutation, it is assumed to be a
relatively recent, random development.
Descendants of David Blevins. Two men are proven descendants of David Blevins (born
between 1771 and 1780 and married to Sarah Torbett). David Blevins has proven Sullivan
County roots and a 1913 family journal identifies his father’s name as James Blevins. These two
facts alone suggest that David was very likely the son of the James Blevins who was one of the
original Blevins men of the Holston.
One of these men is a proven descendant of David’s oldest son, Hugh T. Blevins (born about
1800 and married to Ann Looney), and the other is a proven descendant of David’s youngest son,
John T. Blevins (born 1811 and married to Jane Darwin).
Both of these men have 67-marker, Blevins-consistent haplotypes that show the exact same +1
mutation at DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10) as was exhibited by the above-discussed, seven
probable or proven descendants of Jack and Dillon Blevins. Unlike the six probable descendants
of Jack Blevins, but like the proven descendant of Dillon Blevins, both of these men lack a
mutation at DYS534 (FTDNA marker #55).
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Like the seven probable or proven descendants of Jack and Dillon Blevins, both of these men
exhibit a mutation at DYS481 (FTDNA marker #58) but their mutation carries a magnitude of +2,
which differs slightly from the +1 exhibited by the other men. Because these two men are proven
th
5 cousins, it is almost certain that their common ancestor David also exhibited these two
mutations. These two mutations can therefore be dated as having first occurred prior to 1781.
The descendant of David's son Hugh exhibits an additional, -1 mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA
marker #51). Because the descendant of David's son John lacks this mutation, it is almost
certain that this mutation represents a relatively recent development.
As mentioned, the descendants of David exhibit a +2, instead of the +1 mutation at DYS481
(FTDNA marker #58) exhibited by the other, previously discussed men. This difference, in itself,
is not a disqualifying factor. It is possible that David's father only carried a +1 mutation at this
marker but passed on an additional mutation to his son(s). It is also possible that David's father
initially inherited this +2 mutation from his father, thereby suggesting that James carried a
haplotype slightly different to some, or all his own brothers. As the above discussions of proven
or likely descendants of Jack Blevins show, it is entirely possible for a brother to not perfectly
match another brother.
Whatever the cause of this difference, it should be noted that the genetic distance between the
David and Dillon descendants is exactly the same as the genetic distance between the Dillon and
Jack descendants. As mentioned elsewhere, Dillon and Jack Blevins were proven brothers. This
genetic evidence, coupled with the documentary evidence discussed above, tends to elevate
David to being an almost-certain son of James who was, himself, an almost-certain brother to
Dillon and Jack.
It is possible that future Y-DNA results will clarify the vagaries of the David Blevins haplotype.
Attempts have been made to locate proven descendants of David's proven or suspected brothers
for testing, but these attempts have been unsuccessful to date.

The nine men discussed to this point all have Holston-area roots and all exhibit identical
mutations at DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10). All nine exhibit nearly identical mutations
at DYS481 (FTDNA marker #58). Six exhibit an additional, identical mutation at
DYS481 (FTDNA marker #55). All of the proven or probable Holston ancestors of these
nine men were members of the North-of-Holston Blevins clan.
Another man's Blevins-consistent 67-marker haplotype is worthy of conditional
consideration. This man does not use the Blevins surname and although he has proven
Tennessee roots, they lie in Rutherford County.
Descendant of John M. Walden. This man is a proven descendant of John M. Walden (born
1823 and married to Nancy Young) who lived in Rutherford County, Tennessee. Although this
man does not use the Blevins surname, the Walden surname (in one or more of its variations)
has long been associated with the Blevins surname.
This man's 67-marker haplotype is compelling for a number of reasons. He exhibits the exact
same DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10) mutation found with all nine of the men discussed to this
point and the exact same DYS481 (FTDNA marker #58) mutation carried by the proven or
probable descendants of Jack and Dillon Blevins (and the almost identical mutation carried by the
descendants of David Blevins). Like the descendants of David and Dillon Blevins, this man lacks
a mutation at DYS534 (FTDNA marker #55).
In short, this man exhibits a Blevins-consistent haplotype containing the two key mutations
associated with the proven descendant of Dillon Blevins. An unproven part of the Dillon Blevins
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mythology is that he briefly lived in Rutherford County, Tennessee sometime before 1809.
Another unproven part of the Dillon Blevins mythology is that he “had a son named Dillon, brilliant
young lawyer of Murfreesboro, Tennessee, died young, never married” (Murfreesboro is the
county seat of Rutherford County, TN). A proven part of the Dillon Blevins story is that in 1821,
his daughter-in-law, Keturah Armstrong Blevins, obtained a divorce from Dillon's son Armstead.
She lived in Warren County, which was contiguous to Rutherford County at the time. It is easy to
speculate that this man's proven Rutherford County ancestor was a grandson to Dillon, but no
specific Blevins ancestor can be confidently identified, given the available information.
This man also exhibits the same +1 DYS385a (FTDNA marker #5) mutation as the descendant of
John D. Blevins. These matching mutations probably developed recently and independently of
one another, but proving this hypothesis would require the testing of distant cousins of both men.
This man also exhibits a -1 mutation at DYS444 (FTDNA marker #57). As no other man with a
known Blevins-consistent haplotype exhibits a mutation at this marker, it is reasonably certain
that this represents a recent development.

The next two men considered have proven Holston-area roots, use the Blevins
surname, and have Blevins-consistent 67-marker results available. They do not,
however, exhibit the same mutations found for the above-discussed men. One of these
men is a proven descendant of, and one is an almost-certain descendant of Colonel
William Blevins, one of the original Blevins men of the Holston. As such, both of these
men represent ancestors from the South-of-Holston Blevins clan.
Descendant of William R. Blevins. This man is a proven descendant of William R. Blevins (born
about 1774 and married to Mary “Polly” Cawood). Information developed in this research effort
proves that William R. Blevins was a son of Colonel William Blevins, one of the original Blevins
men of the Holston. This man’s 67-marker haplotype exhibits a +1 mutation at DYS458 (FTDNA
marker #13) and a +1 mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA marker #51) but is otherwise a perfect match
to the Blevins Modal Haplotype. This man lacks all of the mutations exhibited by the abovediscussed descendants of Jack, Dillon, and James Blevins.
This man's +1 mutation at DYS458 (FTDNA marker #13) is not unique. A proven descendant of
Thomas Blevins (born about 1823 and married to Alpha Weaver) carries the same mutation. But
a second proven descendant of Thomas lacks this mutation. As such, it is reasonable to assume
that the DYS458 (FTDNA marker #13) mutations found within these two lines developed
independently of one another and are both relatively recent developments.
This man's +1 mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA marker #51) is also not unique and may, in fact
represent the determining factor in establishing a Colonel William Blevins (or South-of-Holston)
modal haplotype (see below).
Descendant of Alfred C. Blevins. This man is a proven descendant of Alfred C. Blevins (born
about 1824). Alfred was known to have Holston-area roots and information developed in this
research shows that he was almost certainly a son of Walter Blevins (born about 1785). As
Walter Blevins was a proven son of Colonel William Blevins, Alfred C. Blevins was almost
certainly a grandson of Colonel William.
This man carries a 67-marker haplotype that exhibits the exact same +1 mutation at DYS557
(FTDNA marker #51) as did the descendant of William R. Blevins. Like the descendant of William
R. Blevins, this man lacks all of the mutations exhibited by the above-discussed descendants of
Jack, Dillon, and James Blevins.
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This man also exhibits +1 mutations at DYS576 (FTDNA marker #32) and DYSCDYb (FTDNA
marker #35). Another Blevins man was found to carry these same mutations but because this
other Blevins man has only 37-marker results available, it is unknown if he carries the +1
mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA marker #51) carried by the descendants of both Alfred C. Blevins
and William R. Blevins. Because this other Blevins man's reported paternal line only reaches
back to 1848, it is not possible to determine if he has deep Holston-area roots. This limitation
plus his lack of upper-marker results precludes him from further examination.
It should also be noted that a non-Blevins man (with a 67-marker, Blevins-consistent haplotype)
was found to carry the same +1 mutation at DYSCDYb (FTDNA marker #35) as does the
descendant of Alfred C. Blevins. More significantly, this non-Blevins man carries the same +1
mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA marker #51) as do the descendants of both Alfred C. Blevins and
William R. Blevins. Remarkably, he also carries the same +1 mutation at DYS481 (FTDNA
marker #58) found in the haplotypes of the North-of-Holston men. He also carries -1 mutations at
DYS607 and DYS570 (FTDNA markers #31 and #33) that are found in no other Holston-area
men. We have no information available on this man's proven or suspected paternal line so his
results are, unfortunately, excluded from further examination.

The results thus far show that all proven or probable Holston-area Blevins ancestors
passed on mutations to their male direct descendants at one or more of four markers:
DYS389-1, DYS557, DYS534, and DYS481 (FTDNA markers #10, #51, #55, and #58).
Beyond those already discussed, no other man with a Blevins-consistent haplotype,
regardless of surname or origin, has been found to exhibit mutations of any kind at
DYS557, DYS534, or DYS481 (FTDNA markers #51, #55, or #58).
Six men with Blevins-consistent haplotypes are known, however, to exhibit the familiar
+1 mutation at DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10). Three of these men use the Blevins
surname; three do not.
The first Blevins man has only 37-marker results available and has declined to provide
any information on his pedigree. Without upper marker results and without a
genealogical trail, his results are of little use and are therefore excluded from further
examination.
The next two Blevins men have proven roots in North Carolina:
Descendants of James Blevins of Ashe County, NC. These men are brothers and are proven
descendants of James Blevins of Ashe County, NC (born about 1770 and married to Lydia
Sizemore). One brother's 67-marker haplotype exhibits the familiar +1 mutation at DYS389-1
(FTDNA marker #10) but otherwise perfectly matches the Blevins Modal. 37-marker results are
available for the other brother who also exhibits the same mutation. 37-marker results for three
th
rd
proven 4 cousins and one proven 3 cousin are available, however, and none of these cousins
exhibits this mutation. These findings suggest that the +1 DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10)
mutation within this line first appeared with, or after, the 1852 birth of their great-grandfather.
Stated another way, this mutation within this line can be dated as having first developed
sometime after 1851 and developed independently of the identical mutation exhibited by the
probable or proven descendants of Jack, Dillon, or James Blevins of the Holston. As such, these
results are excluded from further examination.
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Of the three non-Blevins men, one has possible Holston-area roots but his results are
limited to 37 markers (no upper-marker results) and his pedigree information does not
lend itself to an easy connection to a potential Blevins ancestor.
A circumstantial case can be developed suggesting that the second non-Blevins man is
a direct descendant of Herbert Blevins (born 1889) who was a great-grandson of the
previously discussed John D. Blevins. This man’s results are limited to 25 markers (no
upper-marker results) and he rejects the validity of the circumstantial evidence.
The third non-Blevins man is also limited to 37-marker results and has declined to
provide any pedigree information at all. Although it is possible that all three of these
non-Blevins men descended from Holston-area Blevins men, the stated limitations
preclude any further examination.
Summary of Y-DNA Findings
The following table provides a summary of Y-DNA findings organized according to
proven or probable Holston-area Blevins ancestor. Based on the data shown in the
table, several conclusions can be drawn relative to the haplotypes of both the South-ofHolston and North-of-Holston Blevins groups:
South-of-Holston Blevins Modal Haplotype. The original South-of-Holston group
includes only Colonel William Blevins. Both proven or almost-certain descendants of
Colonel William Blevins carry haplotypes that are almost perfectly consistent with the
Blevins Modal Haplotype. A defining characteristic of this group appears to be a
mutation at DYS557 (FTDNA marker #51). The Blevins Modal Haplotype allele value
for this marker is "18". It appears that the South-of-Holston Blevins Modal Haplotype
allele value for this marker is "19" (+1 mutation).
North-of-Holston Blevins Modal Haplotype(s). The North-of-Holston group includes
John Blevins the Elder and his sons Devil Will, Jack, James, Dillon, Henry, and
Abraham Blevins. No Y-DNA results are available for proven or probable descendants
of Devil Will, Henry, or Abraham. All nine proven and probable descendants of Dillon,
Jack, and James Blevins (and the one "conditional" Blevins descendant) carry
haplotypes that are very consistent with the Blevins Modal Haplotype. Two defining
characteristics of this group appear to be mutations at DYS389-1 (FTDNA marker #10)
and at DYS481 (FTDNA marker #58). The Blevins Modal allele values for these
markers are "13" and "21", respectively. It appears that the North-of-Holston Blevins
Modal Haplotype allele value for these markers are "14" and "22", respectively.
A subset of the above group includes six separate lines of almost-certain and likely
descendants of Jack Blevins. Each of these six men showed an identical -1 mutation at
DYS534 (FTDNA marker #55) in addition to the two marker mutations discussed above.
No other Blevins or non-Blevins man of any origin with a Blevins-consistent haplotype
has been found to exhibit this particular mutation. It is reasonable to conclude
therefore, that the -1 mutation at this marker originated with Jack Blevins and is unique
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to his descendants. A mutation at DYS534 (FTDNA marker #55) is therefore not a
defining characteristic of a North-of-Holston Blevins Modal Haplotype. Instead, it is
likely a defining characteristic - when combined with the two mutations discussed above
- of a Jack Blevins Modal Haplotype. The Blevins Modal allele value for this marker is
"18". It appears that the Jack Blevins Modal Haplotype allele value for this marker is
"17".

Summary of Y-DNA Findings
for
Holston-Area Blevins-Consistent Haplotypes
(Allele values in bold italics reflect mutations from the Blevins Modal)

Original
Holston Ancestor
(Est. Birth Year)

2nd Generation
Ancestor
(Est. Birth Year)

3rd Generation
Ancestor
(Est. Birth Year)

DYS389-1

DYS534

DYS481

DYS557

FTDNA
Marker #10

FTDNA
Marker #55

FTDNA
Marker #58

FTDNA
Marker #51

Blevins Modal

N/A

N/A

13

18

21

18

Col. William Blevins
(1745)

William R. Blevins
(1774)
Walter Blevins
(1785)

Napoleon B. Blevins
(1804)
Alfred C. Blevins
(1824)

13

18

21

19

13

18

21

19

John Blevins
(1770)
Dillon Blevins
(1773)
Dillon Blevins
(1773)
Dillon Blevins
(1773)
Joseph Blevins
(1780)
Joseph Blevins
(1780)

John D. Blevins
(1811)
Clark B. Blevins
(1819) *
Clark B. Blevins
(1819) **
Looney Blevins
(1821)
James Blevins
(1800)
Armstead Blevins
(1812)

14

17

22

18

14

17

22

18

14

17

22

18

14

17

22

18

14

17

22

18

14

17

22

18

Dillon Blevins
(1746)

Armstead Blevins
(1775)

Carter Blevins
(1798)

14

18

22

18

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown ***

14

18

22

18

James Blevins
(1744)

David Blevins
(1775)
David Blevins
(1775)

Hugh T. Blevins
(1800)
John T. Blevins
(1811)

14

18

23

18

14

18

23

18

Jack Blevins
(1740)

* Test participant is a proven descendant of Daniel Goins (born 1885) and Daniel's unwed mother.
** Test participant is a proven descendant of John Stewart (born 1896) who was a proven son of Robert J. Blevins (born 1873).
*** Test participant is a proven descendant of John M. Walden (born 1823). Results conditional, see text.
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Summary of Findings & Needed Research

Preceding discussions first focused on the eight Blevins men known to have been early
settlers of the Holston River area in what is now northeastern Tennessee.
Seven of these men - John Blevins the Elder, Devil Will Blevins, Jack Blevins, James
Blevins, Dillon Blevins, Henry Blevins, and Abraham Blevins - settled on the north side
of the Holston River. One of these men - Colonel William Blevins - settled on the south
side of the Holston River.
The north-side vs. south-side distinction is insignificant from a strictly geographic
standpoint because all of the initial settlements appear to have been in very close
proximity to one another. The Holston River follows a meandering course in this area
and the grant map developed in this research effort shows that Colonel William’s home
was actually just about two miles due east of Devil Will’s home and their actual land
boundaries were separated by only about 2500 feet.
Although all of these men originally settled in what is now Sullivan County, Tennessee,
the north-side vs. south-side distinction is very significant from an early political
standpoint. Prior to 1779, the Holston River was the generally accepted boundary
between Virginia and North Carolina.
Following the discussions specific to these eight original Blevins men of the Holston,
discussions on the Blevins Longhunters and on the Y-DNA results of twelve proven,
probable, and possible descendants of the original Blevins men were provided.
Summary of Findings
Colonel William Blevins (about 1745 - 1805) was probably born in what is now Henry
County, Virginia and was almost certainly a nephew of John Blevins the Elder. He
moved from Henry County, Virginia to the Holston area sometime around 1783. He
received a North Carolina grant for 312 acres on the south side of the Holston River in
1787 and two other North Carolina grants in 1796. Colonel William and his proven wife,
Ann Dunn, had 13 proven children.
John Blevins the Elder (about 1718 - after 1785) was probably born in what is now
Washington County, Rhode Island and was the patriarch of the north-of-Holston Blevins
clan. He arrived in the Holston area from what is now Henry County, Virginia as early
as 1770 or 1771 but was certainly there by 1776. John was almost certainly married to
a Dillon woman but it is unclear if her given name was Rachel or Sarah. John had 4
proven and 3 probable children.
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Devil Will Blevins (about 1738 - 1816) was almost certainly born in what is now
Cumberland County, Virginia. He was a proven son of John Blevins the Elder and
moved from what is now Henry County, Virginia to the Holston area around 1770 or
1771. Devil Will was almost certainly the William Blevins of longhunter fame and the
man who witnessed the signing of the Watauga Purchase in 1775. He made three
entries for land on the north side of the Holston River in 1779 and received a North
Carolina grant for 1150 acres in 1788. He was embroiled in a long series of lawsuits
over the ownership rights to this land. Devil Will and his unknown wife had 7 proven
children.
Jack Blevins (about 1740 - 1818) was almost certainly born in what is now Cumberland
County, Virginia. He was a proven brother of Devil Will and a proven son of John
Blevins the Elder. He moved from what is now Henry County, Virginia to the Holston
area around 1770 or 1771. He was almost certainly the Jack Blevins of longhunter
fame and he, like his brother Will, was embroiled in a long series of Sullivan County
land-dispute lawsuits. Jack and his almost-certain wife Agatha (family name unknown)
had two proven sons. They probably had at least four other sons.
James Blevins (about 1744 - about 1804) was probably born in what is now
Cumberland County, Virginia. He was almost certainly a son of John Blevins the Elder.
James moved to the Holston area from what is now Henry County, Virginia sometime
between 1770 and 1776. Less is known about this man than about any of the other
early Holston men but he was almost certainly the father of a group of Blevins men who,
in the 1820s, settled in what was then a part of Rhea County (now Meigs County),
Tennessee.
Dillon Blevins (about 1746 - 1836) was probably born in what is now Henry County,
Virginia. He moved from Henry County, Virginia to the Holston area in about 1780.
Dillon was a proven son of John Blevins the Elder and a proven brother of Devil Will and
Jack Blevins. Dillon was possibly a longhunter. He moved from Sullivan County,
Tennessee to Carter County, Tennessee in about 1798 and, by 1809, he had moved to
Madison County in what was then the Mississippi Territory (now northern Alabama). He
ultimately settled in what is now Dallas County, Alabama. According to research
conducted by his own descendants, Dillon and his proven wife Ann Armstrong had 5
proven and two probable children. Some researchers add an additional child as a
possibility.
Henry Blevins (1752 - 1847) was a proven son of John Blevins the Elder and was born
in what is now Henry County, Virginia. He moved to the Holston area sometime
between 1770 and 1777. He was living in what is now Sullivan County, Tennessee in
1777 when he enlisted in the Revolutionary War effort. Henry participated in the Battle
of King's Mountain in 1780. He moved to Hawkins County, Tennessee by about 1790.
The only proven child of Henry and his proven wife Catherine Blevins (daughter of
Colonel William Blevins) was a daughter named Nancy but they probably had at least 5
other children.
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Abraham Blevins (1755 - before 1840) was a probable son of John Blevins the Elder
and was almost certainly born in what is now Henry County, Virginia. He probably
moved to the Holston area sometime between 1770 and 1775. He served in the
Revolutionary War and moved to Knox County, Kentucky sometime prior to 1825.
Abraham either never married or his wife and children predeceased him.
Suggestions for Additional Research
Many Blevins groups of the early and middle 18th century initially (or ultimately) settled
in and around the area of southern Virginia that was ultimately organized as Henry
County, Virginia. Because this area represented the launching point for many
subsequent 18th century migrations, a detailed study of The Blevins Men of the Smith
River would clearly be invaluable to those interested in the Blevins and related families.
Most, if not all, of the early southern Virginia Blevins settlers came out of what was then
Goochland (now Cumberland) County, Virginia. Prior to their early-to-mid 18th century
Goochland settlements, most were almost certainly found in Maryland. The patriarch of
this particular southern Blevins group almost certainly originated in Rhode Island and
his father almost certainly came to Rhode Island from New York. A combined study (or
separate studies) on The Blevins Men of the New York and New England Colonies, The
Blevins Men of The Monocacy Hundred, and The Blevins Men of Goochland is (are) in
order.
This research effort focused on one of the Henry County out-migrations; specifically the
early Blevins men who settled on or around the Holston River in what is now Sullivan
County, Tennessee. I plan to shortly complete and release a detailed study on the early
19th century out-migration of some of these early Holston-area men called The Blevins
Men of the Hiwassee. I also hope to complete and release a detailed paper on The
Blevins Men of the Revolutionary War sometime in the future.
A larger and mostly concurrent 18th century out-migration from Virginia resulted in
Blevins men settling on or around the New River and its tributaries in what are now
Grayson County, Virginia and Ashe County, North Carolina. As such, a detailed study
of The Blevins Men of the New River would be extremely valuable and welcome.
A late 18th century migration included a group of Blevins men that probably departed the
New River area, traveled through the Holston River area, and briefly settled in the
Nolichucky River area. They eventually settled in Buncombe County, North Carolina.
This group is interesting as it probably included many former Blevins Loyalists. In the
early 19th century, descendants of this group began to abandon Buncombe County and
spread to parts of Tennessee, Kentucky, Virginia, and elsewhere. As such, a detailed
study of The Blevins Men of Buncombe County would be a welcome addition to the
Blevins family knowledge base.
Another late 18th century migration included a group of Blevins men that probably
departed the New River area and settled along the Clinch River in what are now Scott
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and Russell Counties in Virginia and possibly in what are now Claiborne and Hancock
Counties in Tennessee. A detailed study of The Blevins Men of the Clinch would be
another welcome addition to the Blevins family knowledge base.
Finally, Kentucky became a temporary or permanent stopping point for many Blevins
families in the very late 18th and very early 19th centuries. The Early Blevins Men of
Kentucky are probably the most confusing aspect of the Blevins family history and a
detailed study focusing on this area would be a welcome addition to the Blevins family
knowledge base.
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Seedtime on the Cumberland by Harriette Simpson Arnow, the McMillian Company, 1960.
State of Franklin by Robert T. Quarles, 1935.
Sullivan County Tennessee Deeds, Vol. 1 (1775-1789), Vol. 2 (1789-1795), Vol. 3 (1795-1802), Vol. 4
(1802-1808), Vol. 5 (1809-1815), Vol. 6 (1815-1820), Vol. 7 (1820-1824), Vol. 8 (1824-1826), Vol. 9
(1826-1830), Vol. 10 (1830-1833), and Vol. 11 (1833-1836), abstracted by Susan Hardin Austin,
Roundtoit Research, Springfield, MO, 2002, 2003, & 2004.
Sullivan County TN Deed Books 1 & 2 (1775-1795) abstracted by Shelby I. Edwards, 1985.
Sullivan County TN Deed Books 1, 2, 3, & 4 transcribed by the WPA, 1936.
Sullivan County TN Tax Lists 1796, 1797, and 1812, Sullivan County Archives.
Tennessee Cousins – A History of Tennessee People by Worth S. Ray. Genealogical Publishing Co.,
1980.
Tennessee Marriage Records - Volume 1 Carter County 1796-1850 edited by Pollyanna Creekmore,
Clinchdale Press, 1958.
Tennessee Marriage Records - Volume 2 Hawkins County 1789-1865 edited by Pollyanna
Creekmore, Clinchdale Press, 1958.
Tennessee Papers of the Draper Collection of Manuscripts, Lyman C. Draper. State Historical Society
of Wisconsin, 1929.
Tennessee Supreme Court of Errors and Appeals, original records housed at the Hawkins County
Archives, Rogersville, Tennessee. Transcribed by Don Fauquar, November 2009.
United States Census Schedules, multiple years, States, and Counties, original images obtained at
Ancestry.com.
Virginia Colonial Records 1600s-1700s, CD collection of several publications, Genealogical Publishing
Co., Inc., 1999.
Virginia Colonial Militia 1651-1776 by William Armstrong Crozier, Genealogical Publishing Company,
1973.
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Virginia's Colonial Soldiers by Lloyd DeWitt Bockstruck, Genealogical Publishing Company, 1988.
Virginia “Publick” (Revolutionary) Claims – Henry County, by Janice L. Abercrombie and Richard
Slatten, Iberian Publishing Company, no date listed.
Virginia “Publick” (Revolutionary) Claims – Pittsylvania County, by Janice L. Abercrombie and
Richard Slatten, Iberian Publishing Company, no date listed.
Washington County TN Superior Court of Law & Equity 1791 – 1799, WPA Historic Records Survey,
c. 1935, reprinted by Mountain Press, 2005.
Washington District Superior Court of Law and Equity, original records housed at the Archives of
Appalachia, Sherrod Library, East Tennessee State University in Johnson City Tennessee. Transcribed
by Robert P. Blevins, September 2007.
The Wataugans by Max Dixon, 1976. Reprinted by The Overmountain Press, 1989.
The Wataugah Land Purchases by Troy R. Keesee, Knoxville, TN, 1997.
The Wilderness Road by Robert L. Kincaid and Jay Monaghan, The Bobbs-Merrill Company, 1947.
Reprinted by Kessinger Publishing.
William Bean, Pioneer of Tennessee and His Descendants by Jamie Ault Grady, Knoxville, TN, 1973.
The Winning of the West: Volume 1 by Theodore Roosevelt, 1889, Executive Edition published by P. F.
Collier & Son under arrangement with G. P. Putnam’s Sons.
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